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CHAPTER - I 
1 
INTRODUCTION 
After indQiaadence different parts of the country have 
witnessed the occurrence of communal riots. These riots have 
not only taken nisnerous innocent lives» damaged national and 
private properties but also have brought a bad name to the 
country. Such type of ugly occurrences remain a threat to 
international relations and weakens national integration. 
Consequently, politician as well as social scientists are leav-
ing no stone unturned in their efforts to identify the causes 
of communal riots and to suggest ways and means to control them. 
Though, social scientists and politicians are working on diffe-
rent lines but they, at least, agree on one contributing factor 
that is prejudice, 
Indian societies have always been in the grip of diffe-
rent types of social prejudices. The most prevsdent among them 
are religious, regional, caste and linguistic prejudice. The 
religious prejudice is one of the most prevalent type of preju-
dice among different communities, particularly between Hindus 
and Muslims that creates antagonism, conflicts and violence. 
Prejudice is very important aspect of intergroig) relations 
and the study of inter groxxp relations has become a major 
scientific enterprise of the day. 
The word prejudice, derived from the Latin word 
pre judicium has, like most woi»ds, undergone a change of meaning 
since classical times. There are three stages in the trans-
formation which are as followsj-
(1) To the ancient. Pre judicium meant, 'precedent' a judgement 
based on previous decision and experience, 
(2) Later, the term in English, acquired the meaning of judge-
ment formed before due examination and consideration of the 
facts - a premature or hasty judgement. 
(3) Finally, the term also acquired emotional flavour of 
favourableness or unfavourableness, that accoiopanies such 
a prior and unsupported judgement. 
Prejudice is defined as a coniposite of stereotype, myths 
and legends in which a groiq), a label of symbol is used to 
classify, characterize, and define an individual or group consi-
dered as a totality (Kimball Youno^' 1948). 
In (1950) Ackerman and Jahoda observed: "Prejudice is a 
pattern of hostility in interpersonal relations vAiich is direc-
ted against an entire group, or against its individual member; 
it fulfills some specific irrational function for its bearer". 
The operational meanings of prejudice have been given in the 
Webter's New Twentieth Century Dictionary (1965) which can be 
stammarized as "a sort of prior unfavourable judgeacaat or opinion 
of the members of a race or religions or the occiQjants of any 
other significant social role (towaxxls the member of another 
social groi?)) held in disregard of facts that contradict it". 
It is Important to note that the term prejudice is 
defined differently by different psychologists • They have not 
reached on any consensus on the difinition of prejudice. Some 
researchers like Mc Donagh and Richards (1953); Ogbum (1929); 
Rose (1965); Young (1942), while emphasizing cognitive aspects 
of prejudice, defined it as pi*econceived judgencaits towards 
persons, beliefs or objects, Allport (1954), Simpson and 
Xinger (1965), on the other hand, emphasized affective component 
of prejudice in their definition. Thus, they defined prejudice 
as an emotional rigid attitude ••• toward a group of people. 
Still other researchers like Hartley (1946), Merton (1949), 
Murphy and Likert (1938^ Myrdal (1944), Schuman and Harding (1963) 
and v/illiams (1947) stressed the importance of conative component 
of prejudice in their definition. Thus, these researchers 
defined prejudice as a pattern of discrimination, intolerance 
and hostility in inter group relations vAiich is directed against 
the menbers of target group. The above mentioned definitions of 
prejudice are incomplete in the sense that these definitions do 
not cover all the three components of prejudice. Prejudice is 
neither pre-judgements nor negative stereotypes, nor feelings of 
hostility and discrimination but is a tendency to all these, 
Aftr^ r a critical analysis of various definitions of 
prejudice, Harding, Proshansky, Kutner and Chein (1969) have 
advanced a definition of prejudice. According to them prejudice 
is "a failure of retionality or a failure of justice or a failure 
of human heartedness in an individual's attitude toward members 
of another ethinic group. 
The most consistent point of agreement in various 
definitions of pre^ Judice is that it is a sort of negative 
attitude towards a particiilar group or its members. Thus, Khan 
and Singh (1979)» have commented; 
"Preoudice is a negative attitude formed in the indivi-
dual without proper rationality, o^ s^tice or tolerance toward a 
socially defineti group and toward any person perceived to be a 
member of that group", 
A careful perusal of various explanations of prejudice 
reveals the fact that the prejudices are widely held complex 
phenomena which are learned in course of life, are functional 
in character for the individual and are multicausally determined, 
A large number of theories have been advanced to provide ade-
quate explanation of prejudice. However, following Ashmore 
(1970), the different theoretical explanations of prejudice may 
be classified into two categories on the basis of their level 
of analysis - societal and individual level. As far as the 
analysis at societal level is concerned, it has advanced two 
theoriPo of prejudice, (a) Economic exploitation theory and (b) 
Realistic group conflict theory, 
Fconomic exploitation theory asserts that prejudices are 
the product of economic exploitation of the minority groups by 
the majority groups. This exploitation, intern, enhances 
conf l i c t between the two groups. As a matter of fac t economic 
competition i s one of the chief sources of Inter-groi^} 
c o n f l i c t . In our economic and soc ia l se t up, the a t t i t udes 
of dominant group toward the sub-ordlnate one have usually 
been f r i a i d l y so long as the systen of economic r e l a t i on was 
not challenged, but the a t t i t u d e s become h o s t i l e whenever, the 
subordinate group a t teapted to improve i t s p o s i t i o n . Rea l i s t i c 
group conf l ic t theory, on the other hand, advocates, the 
importance of ac tual or perceived na ture of intergroup re la t ions 
in the development of pre judice . Thus Secord and Backman (196A), 
have observed, "The character of ex is t ing r e l a t i ons between 
intergroup and outgroup generates a t t i t u d e toward the out group 
t h a t are consonant with these r e l a t i o n s h i p " . I t has been gene-
r a l l y observed t h a t whenever the members of one groiq) perceived 
the members of the o ther group with d i s t r u s t and h o s t i l i t y , 
intergroup conf l i c t s o r i g i n a t e s . Prejudices in Indian s i t ua t i on , 
for example, pmerged due to thp conf l i c t s between the Hindus and 
Muslims during the p a r t i t i o n s of our coxintry (hurphy, 1953), 
In order to make t h i s theory more e ^ l a n a t o r y socia l 
s c i e n t i s t s have divided intergroup conf l ic t in to d i f ferent types . 
For ins tances Rose (1956) suggested t h a t there are th ree types 
of intergroup conf l i c t s (a) p o l i t i c a l , (b) Ideological and (c) 
Racis t . According to him p o l i t i c a l conf l ic t ( e , g . Cap i t a l i s t 
Vs S o c i a l i s t s ) i s for scares p o l i t i c a l , economic and geographic 
resources . Ideological conf l ic t ( e . g . Hindus - I'luslims conflicts] 
o r ig ina tes due t o differences in ways of l i v i n g or differences in 
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cultural or religious ideology. Finally, rac is t conflict 
(e .g . t r i ba l s Vs. non-tribals or white Vs Negroes) i s the 
product of struggle for biological dominance. 
The analysis of prejudice at individual level has 
produced two families of theories (a) symptoms theories and 
(b) Socio-cultural theory. 
Under symptom theories, we have scapegoat theory of pre-
judice and authoritarian personality thpory. Scapegoat-theory 
of prejudice i s based on Frued's concept of hos t i l i ty displace-
moit and Dollard's Frustration aggression hypothesis. Accord-
ing to this thPory frustration leads to aggression which is 
inhibited and displaced on to some out groi^ in the form of pre-
judice. Bettelheim and Janowitz (1950, 1964) who were strong 
proponant of th i s throry, e^qslained, prejudice as a displaced 
hos t i l i ty in response to "feelings of deprivation and downward 
social mobility". The other symptom theory i . e . the authorita-
rian personality theory viewed prejudice as the manifestation 
of basic flows in personality structiore. The theory argues that 
the prejudice, a generalized form of a t t i tude , develops in 
par t icular tjnpe of personali t ies vdiich are characterized by rigid 
adherence to conventional values, admiration for power and tough-
ness agpneralized hos t i l i t y e tc . Adomo et a l , (1950) believe 
that highly prejudiced person mariifr'st more r igid personality 
organization, greater conventionality in the i r values, more 
difficulty in accepting socially deviant impulses as part of the 
self, a greater tendency to externalize these impulses by 
means of projection and more inclination to be power oriented 
in the i r personal relationships. 
Another theory of prejudice, generated by the analysis 
at individual level , i s socio-cultural theory. The theory i s 
based on socio-cultural learning process (Iiaclever, 1948; 
Long, 1951; liarden, 1952; Samoff and Katz, 1954; Pettigrew, 
1959). According to socio-cultural theory, prejudice i s an 
a t t i tude which is learned more or less airect ly as one inter-
acts with his social environment. Long (1951), for instance, 
is of the view that prejudice i s "derived through external 
social and cultural sources and acquired through role learning 
without ego motivation". 
The study of prejudice, part icular ly that of religious 
prejudice in India, i s very important because of our national 
ideals of secularism and democracy, Indian societies are 
plagued with thr problems of i*eligious prejudice, resulting into 
freciuent out-b.reak of communal r io ts between Hindus and Muslims. 
Hence, the study of religious prejudice constitutes one of the 
most sacred duties for the Indian Social Sc ient i s t s . When one 
looks at the world scene i t becomes crystal clear that the 
whole world is surrounded by tension and social conflicts . Some 
par ts of the world are witnessing racial conflicts , other 
parts arr facing l inguis t ic conflicts and s t i l l other parts of 
the world ar*- witnessing the out bursts of communal r i o t s . 
I t has, therefore, become increasingly necessary to investigate 
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into thp personality organization of the individuals which helps 
in the developmpnt of prejudice - the major source of all con-
flicts and violence - in them, Consequaitly, studies on pre-
judice have achieved a central place in the entire domain of 
social psychology, A number of studies (Luchins, 1950; Compbell 
and Mc Candles, 1951; Block and Block 1951; Evans, 1952; Scodel 
and MusGen, 1953; Scottand and Patchen, 1961; and Diab, 1961) 
have focussed their attention on exploring the association between 
prejudicp and authoritarism and other personality variables. 
Theoretically prejudice is an important mark of personality, 
As Allport (1954) comments "A person acts with prejudice in a 
first instance because he perceives it in a certain way. But he 
perceives it in a cprtain way partly because his personality is 
what it is". These comments of Allport suggest that personality 
variables may contribute significantly in the development of 
prejudice. For that matter a highly significant question is why 
does a person develop prejudice and the other does not? 
There is obviously something within the individuals that predis-
poses them to develop prejudice. For instance, anxiety ridden 
person is likely to develop prejudice by attributing the cause of 
his anxiety to some persons or a group. Individuals with higher 
levels of anxiety display higher levels of prejudice than non-
anxious individuals, Rokeach (1960) found anxiety manifestation 
were more among prejudiced or close minded persons than aiaong 
non-prejudiced persons. In an extensive study, Siegal (1954) 
foiind that the anxious type of persons are more susceptible to 
develop prejudice than non-anxious persons. 
As conimented by Allport (1954) anxiety is a diffused 
irrational fear, it is not directed to an appropriate target 
and not controlled by self insight; spreads through out the 
life and strains the individuals social relationship. It puts 
the individual on alert and predisposes him to see other person 
or groiQ) as menacing. There is substantial amount of evidaice 
to suggest that development of such irrational fear depends on 
how the individual interpretes his experiences and how he inter-
pretes the causes of his e^qseriences. If the individual per-
ceives the events, whether positive or negative, as being a 
consequence of his own actions and which are under his personal 
control then he is not likely to develop irrational fear or 
anxiety. If a person, on the other hand, perceives positive or 
negative events as being unrelated to his own bdiaviour rather 
attributes the vicissitudes of existence to fate, luck, b€*iaviour 
of others, or environmental, factors, he is more likely to 
develop irrational fear or anxiety. 
The first type of individuals are known as "internally 
oriented" individuals while the latter type of individuals are 
considered as "externally oriented" individuals (Rotter, 1966), 
While developing social learning theory. Rotter (1966) coined the 
term Internal - External locus of control. According to him 
individuals having an internal locus of control subscribe to the 
view that individuals ability and effort and the reliance v^on 
one's internal sources are the major determinants of ejqperiences, 
In Contrast, individuals having external locus of control are 
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inclined to attribute their e^ qjeriences to fate, luck, 
behaviour of others or environmental factors? in brief, forces 
external to themselves. 
The best theoretical statenent introducing the expectancy 
of control construct was given by Rotter (1966) in his review 
of researchers on locus of control, "A reinforcement, according 
to him, acts to strengthen an expectancy that particular 
behaviour or event will be followed by the reinforcement in the 
future once an expectancy for such a bdiaviour - reinforceaent 
sequence is built vxp, the failure of the reinforcement to occur 
will reduce or extinguish the e3q)ectancy. It follows as a 
general hypothesis that when the i*einforcefflent is seen as not 
contingcmt upon the subjects own bdiaviour, its occurrance will 
not increase an expectancy as much as when it is seen as 
contingent. Conversely, its non-occurrance will not reduce any 
expectancy so much as vdien it is seei as contingent. It sepms 
likely that, depending upon the individuals history of reinforce-
ment, individuals would differ in the degree to which they 
attribute reinforcement to their own actions", 
^^ectancies generalize from a specific situation to a 
series of situations which are perceived as related or similar. 
These generalized expectancies will result in characteristic 
differences in behaviour in a situation culturally categorized 
as chance versus skill determined, and they may act to produce 
individual differences within a specific condition. 
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Locus of control developed within the frame work of 
Ro t t e r ' s (1954, 1966) soc ia l learning theory, has been the 
focus of considerable research i n t e r e s t i n recent years , A 
number of inves t iga to r s havp reported t h a t external ly or iented 
indiv iduals a re more anxious than i n t e rna l l y oriented i n d i v i -
duals (Hountras and Scharf, 1970; Handler and Watson, 1966, 
Watson, 1967; Phares, 1976), Other researchers studied locus 
of control in r e l a t i o n to ce r t a in aspects of soc ia l behaviour. 
Thus, Sadowaski and Wenzel (1982) found t h a t external ly oriented 
subjects werp more h o s t i l e and aggressive than in t e rna l ly or ien-
ted subjec ts , Silv-rman and Shranger (1971) reported tha t 
i n t e rna l s a t t r a c t i o n toward other increased as they perceived 
others to be l e s s se l f -cen te red , Doherty and f^der (1979) found 
pos i t i ve assoc ia t ion between i n t e m a l i t y and in te ipersona l t r u s t , 
Marshall (1979) studied the re la t ionsh ip between locus 
of control and psychological adjustment. He found tha t be l ief 
in chance control i s pos i t i ve ly r e l a t ed to mal-adjustment, while 
i n t e m a l i t y i s non-contr ibutory. 
H o r i l l i and Marel l i (1979) obtained s ign i f i can t corre-
l a t i o n s between i r r a t i o n a l be l i e f s and locus of cont ro l . I r r a -
t i o n a l i t y was found most cons is tent ly to be r e l a t ed to the 
be l i e f that powerful others are in control of one 's l i f e , 
Levenson and Mil le r (1976) observed t h a t those who presumably had 
encoimtered much pre jud ice , misxinderstanding, and unfai r t r e a t -
m«at, the saliency of powerful others would be quite predominant. 
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Levenson and Mahler (1975) found that persons v^o felt that they 
were controlled by powerful others perceived others as untrust-
worthy, Uboink and Sadav (197A), on the other hand, studied 
relationship between locus of control and helping behaviour. 
They found that internally oriented subjects showed more helping 
behaviour than externally oriented subjects. 
The above discussion reveals that locus of control as a 
personality variable influences certain social b^aviour. i-'lore 
specifically, it has been denonstrated that externally oriented 
subjects are more anxious, more hostile and aggressive, more 
suspicious, maladjusted, have irrational beliefs, have less ten-
dency to help others as compared to internally oriented subjects. 
These characteristics of externally oriented subjects suggest 
that they should be more prone to develop communal prejudice than 
internally oriented subjects, since it has been observed that 
prejudiced persons are more anxious, hostile, aggressive, mal-
adjusted, suspicious and have poor, interpersonal relationship 
than non-prejudiced individuals. It is, therefore, reasonable 
to assiime that their should be a relationship between locus of 
control and communal prejudice. More specifically it is hypo-
thesized that externally oriented individuals should be more pre-
judiced than internally oriented. In the best knowledge of the 
present investigator no attempt has been made so far to study 
communal prejudice as related to locus of control. The present 
study aims at filling i^ this gap. 
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An important consideration vihich also influenced the 
thinking of the present investigator to undertake the present 
research is the substantial body of evidence to suggest a 
correlation between prejudice and feelings of security -
insecurity. 
According to Maslow (1942), the security feelings are 
Syndrome, In other words, the tenn security is a generalized 
label for many more specific feelings which overlap and inter-
twins and which are all functions of one another. The word 
security or insecurity is intended as a label for this peculiar 
aspects of vAioleness that may be discerned in the multiplicity 
of particular symptoms with wiiich the concept is used with 
psychological flavour. 
The concf^ pt of security-insecurity is classified into 
two kinds - Objective or Social Security and Subjective or 
Psychic Security, These two states, though closely inter-
related, are not inter-dependent. Social security implies the 
provision of bodily needs, satisfactory social contacts and a 
stable social order. Subjective or Psychic security, on the 
other hand, may be defined as mental easeness or stability and 
it may exist despite the substantial lack of almost eveiy thing 
that constitutes a secure environment. Conversely, subjective 
insecurity implies unsatisfactory socials contacts and lack of 
satisfaction of bodily needs and unstable social order. 
Subjective or psychic insecurity denotes mental discomfort or 
mental unstability. 
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The examination of numerous specific characteristics of 
insecure individuals together with all the other observations and 
clinical data available reveals that insecure persons perceive 
the world as a threatening jungle and most human beings as 
dangerous and selfish. They feel rejected and isolated. They 
are generally anxious, hostile and pessimistic and unhappy. 
They show signs of traision and conflict, tend to turn inward, are 
troubled by guilt feelings. They have one or other disturbance 
of self-esteem. They tend to be or actually are neurotic and are 
generally ego centric or selfish. Moreover, while disciissing 
the dynamic reactions of insecure individuals, Maslow observed: 
(1) insecure individuals always have a continued, never dying 
longing for security, (2) show revenge reactions, i.e. they hate 
every one and develop antagonistic attitude towai^ is others, (3) 
show attack reactions i.e. they attack i^ pon the situations which 
bring about the insecurity. This attack may be literal, e.g. 
a physical attack upon a person or it may be more general, e.g. 
social radicalism to change the factors in society that bring 
about insecurity. 
The foregoing discussion reveals that insecure individuals 
have such personality characteristics that may make them suspec-
tible to develop prejudiced attitudes. Thus numerous research 
conducted abroad have found positive correlation between pre-
judice and personal insecurity (Gough, 1951a, 1951b, 1951c; 
I^ iorse and Allport, 1952; Miller and Bugelski, 1948; Lindzey, 1950; 
Fishback and Singer, 1957). According to these researchers 
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persons with feeling of insecurity tend to develop pre^ judice 
more than those who have a feelings of security. As the review 
of literature reveals no such study has been conducted in India. 
The prespnt research, therefore, attempts to explore how feel-
ings of security-insecurity are related to prejudice in Indian 
society. 
In short the present research is designed to study 
communal prejudice as related to locus of control and feeling of 
security-insecurity. The findings of the present study would 
not only provide us useful information about communal prejudice 
but would also help us to suggest certain ways and means by which 
communal prejudice may be reduced, if not con^letPly eradicated. 
As a matter of fact communcal prejudice is not only very signi-
ficant obstacle in the national development and in the advance-
ment of the nation but also remains a threat to national inte-
gration. Thus, the findings, of the present research may be 
useful in r«noving such obstacles and therefore may contribute 
in the speedy development of the nation and in enhancing national 
integration. 
CHAPTER - I I 
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REVIEW OF STUDIES 
As mentioned in Che4)ter-I, the present investigation is 
designed to study communal prejudice in relation to locus of 
control and security-insecurity. 
In this chapter we shall review some of the relevant 
studies which bear directly or indirectly to the problem. 
Various researches have examined the role of religious 
affiliation in the development of prejudice. The findings are, 
however, not consistent. Thus researchers like Allport and 
Karmer (19A6), Parry (1949), Bettelheim and Janowitz (1950), 
Glock and Stark (1946), Merton (1940), Goldsen et^al, (I960) 
and Lenski (1961) have reported catholics to be most prejudiced 
against Negros, the jews and people with no religious affilia-
tion least prejudiced and the protestant occupying the middle 
position. These findings were not confirmed by Mackenzie (l94o) 
and Rosenblith (1949), Moreover, other investigators like 
Adomo et. al, (1950), Compbell (1947) and Harlon (1942) have 
found no differences between catholics and protestants >€n their 
prejudices against jews. 
Stoufer (1955) demonstrated that among a representative 
sample of American C3iurch members, those who had attended Church 
within the past month were more intolerant of non-confirmists 
(such as socialists, atheists or communists) than those who had 
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not attended it. It appeared that on the average religious 
people showed more into}.erance in general not only toward 
ethinic but also toward ideological groups. 
However, Triandis and Triandis (1960) observed that 
ethinic prejudice was highest among catholics, next among pro-
testants and lowest among jews, Blian and hen (1960) discovered 
that students associated with religious clubs were more anti-
sanetics than those who were not associated with such clubs. Not 
withstanding these researches; there are few stuaies that have 
reported contradictory results. In one study significant posi-
tive correlation was obtained between pre-religious attitudes and 
liberal racial attitudes (Liu, 1961), Natraj (1962) observed 
that Hindus and Jains showed more conservative socio-econonic 
attitude than the Muslims, Allport and Rosa (1967) found that 
religious people were, by and large, more prejudiced than non-
religious people. They maintained that the relationship between 
religiosity and prejudice is curvilinear. Regular and devout 
church attenders tended to be less prejudiced than non-attending 
members, who in turn appeared to be less prejudiced than average 
church goers, Evans (1952), Siegman (1962), Stonnmen (1963) and 
Allen (1965), however found significantly negative correlation 
between religiosity and prejudice. 
The contradictory findings on the relationship of religio-
sity and prejudice might be due to the facts that most of the 
studies had not taken into account such factors like education, 
sex, religious affiliation, social class etc, which might have 
18 
produced an effect on t h e i r r e l a t i o n s h i p s . Thus, Allport and 
Ross (1967) demonstrated t h a t the re la t ionsh ip between r e l i g i o -
s i t y and prejudice was influenced by education. 
The researches comparing the r e l ig ious groups in the 
Indian context have also yielded incons is tent r e s u l t s , i'-iany 
inves t iga to r s have rQ3orted t h a t Muslims, as compared to Hindus, 
have more pre judices and t r a d i t i o n a l s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l a t t i t udes 
(Adimarayan, 1953; Chaudhary, 1958j Hassan and Singh, 1973; 
Hassan, 1975, 1978; Fiiayatullah, 1980 and Singh 1980), In t h e i r 
famous study of Rio t s , Rourkela, Chatterjee et, a l , (1967) 
compared a t t i t u d e s and prejudices of Hindus, Muslims and Tr iba ls , 
and foiind tha t desp i te the gruesome esqperiences undergone by the 
i'lUslim ccamnunity there v;as no evidence of communal mistrust among 
Muslims for e i t he r non-Muslims in general or d i f ferent types of 
groups based on language, r e l i g i o n , cu l ture or po l i t i c t i l a f f i -
l i a t i o n s , Howc?ver, while studying prejudices among Hindus and 
Muslims, Hasan (1974) found t h a t i'-iuslim subjects had more r e l i -
,^ious, ca s t e , and sex prejudice than the comparable Hindu 
sub jec t s . The f indings of Hassan's study also revealed tha t 
Muslim subjects showed a higher sense of r e l i g i o s i t y than the 
Hindu sub jec t s . 
In recent years , the re have been a few s tudies vi'hich 
demonstrated differences between re l ig ious groups. Singh (1979), 
for example, in h i s study of the development of r e l ig ious iden-
t i t y and prejudice in Hindu, Muslim and Siith children found tha t 
the development of re l ig ious i d e n t i t y was e a r l i e r in the Muslims 
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and Sikh children than in the Hindus. It was also observed that 
the levels of pre;3udice in Muslim and Sikh children were much 
higher than those of Hindus. 
Singh (1980) compared Hindus, Muslims, Tribals Hindu and 
Christians on various dimensions of prejudice and attitude in 
relation to some important socio-psychological variables. The 
different religious and ethinic groups were ranked on their 
mean prejudice scores. The result revealed that i4uslims were 
the most prejudiced, the tribal Christian and Hindus the least 
prejudiced. Hassan et al, (1976-77), however, found no differen-
ces in anti-Hindu attitudes of Christians and non-Christians 
tribals. 
Khan (1979) studied the r^ l^ationship between religiosity 
and prejudice. The aim of this study was to examine the diffe-
t&ic&s between person's affiliated to different religious groups 
and the impact of the intensity of their faith in religions on 
their religious prejudices. He hypothesized that there woiild be 
significant differences between Hindu and Muslim subjects with 
regard to both the degree of religiosity and extent of religious 
prejudice in them; the Muslims were expected to score higher on 
both the variables than their Hindu counter parts and there would 
be high positive correlation between the religiosity scores and 
the religious prejudice scores of the Hindus and the Muslims 
subjects. 
The saiaple of this study consisted of 110 Hindus and 75 
Muslims graduates engaged in different professions in Gaya and 
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Ranchl towis. They all came from upper middle and lower* 
tipper socio-economic status groups* The age of the sul3;}ect8 
ranged from 24 years to 47 years (average age - 31.5 years) 
keeping in view the reximiremints of the author's main survey on 
the ioipact of parents on the developments of religious pre-
judice in children, the purposive sanqpling tectaniqae was used 
to draw the sample* 
Religious prejudice scale as developed by Singh and Khan 
(1975)» Religiosity scale as developed by Bushan (1970), were 
administered on the sample* The data were analysed by using two 
type of statistical technitiies* 
The first type of analysis was done to test the signifi-
cance of difference between the Hindu subjects and the ^slim 
subjects with regard to both religiosity and religious prejudice* 
For this purpose *t* ratio was calculated* He found that there 
existed a significant difference betweoi Hindus and Muslims with 
regard to both religiosity and religious prejudice* mslim 
subjects were found to be more religious than the Hindus subjects 
on religiosity scale* These findings were explained in the light 
of Islamic teachings that reoMire strict adherence to religioxis 
duties like Roza (Pasting), Namaz (Prayer), HaJ (Pilgrimage), 
Zakat (Obligatory religious tax) etc* Every Muslim is essmtially 
required to perform these duties* This make a Muslim more reli-
gious than the people of other religions* The relatively greater 
degree of religious prejudice in Muslims than the Hindus was 
attributed to the facts of minority status of the Muslims as well 
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as greater degree of rpligiosity in them. 
Another type of statistical analysis was done to examine 
the nature of relationship between religiosity and religious 
prejudice. For this purpose coefficient of correlation was cal-
culated. The results indicated that there e:cisted a high degree 
of positive relationship between the two factors. In other 
woi?ds, a person who was more religious might be expected to be 
mor«^  prejudiced to the people of other religious groui^  and vice-
versa. 
There are a number of studies reporting positive correla-
tion between parental prejudices and those of children (Frankel -
Brunsvrik and Sanford, 19^5; Rodke, Trager and Davis, 19^9; 
Bird et al, 1952; Rodke, Yarrow, Trager and Miller, 1952; Frankel, 
Srunswik and Havel, 1953; Masher and Scodes, 1960; Anisfeld et al. 
1963; Goodman, 1964; Fpstein and Komorita, 1966a; Troll et al, 
1969), Other studies indicating the similarity between the 
attitudes of parents and children are provided by Harowitz and 
Harowitz (1938), Allport and Kramer (1946), Weltman and Remmers 
(1946); Remmers and Weltman (1947); Rosenblith (1949); Gough 
et al. (1950); Compbell and his associates (1954); Hyman (1959); 
Lewin (1961); Dodge and Vyoki (1962); Lone and Seares (1967); 
Jennings and Niene (1966); Seares (I969)j Vyas (1973); Hassan 
(1974, 1976, 1977); Khan (1980); Rai (1980); Singh (1980) and 
Hassan (1983), 
Vyas (1973) stuviied the development of religious, caste, 
class and linguistic prejudice in Hindu, iiuslim and Christian 
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children of 3 to 8 years of age. Her aim was to study the 
influence of various socio-psychological factors, l ike age, 
sex, religion, caste, socio-economic status e tc . on the learning 
of concepts and respective prejudices among children. She 
also attempted to study the role of parental at t i tudes and 
behavioural practices in the learning of prejudices among the 
children. She found that some socio-psychological factors as 
well as parental influaices had an impact on the acquisition of 
prejudice in children. 
Khan (1977) attempted to explore the factors related to 
the origin and developmpnt of religious prejudice in Indian 
children, Morp specifically, the study v/as designed to invest i -
gate the role of certain socio-psychological factors in the 
developmpnt of religious identity and prejudice among the 
children. The factors selected for examination were: (a) age, 
sex, religion and school's set i:?) (b) para i ta l characterist ics, 
namely authoritarianism, re l ig ios i ty , religious prejudice and 
a t t i tude concerning child rearing pract ices. The main hypothe-
s is of the study were as follows:-
(1) There would be significant difference between the children 
of different age - levels with regard to the development of 
religious identi ty and prejudice in them, siiowing an upward 
trend with the increase in the i r age level , 
(2) There would be significant posit ive correlation between 
the development of religious identi ty and religious prejudice 
among children at each age level . 
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(3) The development of religious identity and prejudice 
would be faster in female children than in male children, 
(4) The development of religious identity and prejudice 
would be faster in ^ iusliIn children than in Hindu children. 
(5) This hypothesis had two parts; (a) The development of 
religious identity would be earlier in children attending 
integrate school than in children attending Segregated Schools 
(b) The development of religious prejudice would be more in 
degree in children attending segregated schools than in 
children attending integrated schools. 
(6) The development of religious identity and prejudice in 
the children would bear a positive correlation with their 
parents authoritarianism. 
(7) The development of religious identity and prejudice in the 
childrf'n would bear a positive correlation with their par«its 
religious prejudice, 
(8) The development of religious prejudice identity and pre-
judice would bear a positive correlation with their parents 
domineering attitudes concerning child rearing practices. 
(9) The development of religious prejuaice and identity in 
children would bear a positive correlation with their parents 
possessive attitudes concerning child rearing practices. 
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(10) The developmoat of religious Identity and prejudice in 
the children vould bear a negative correlation with their 
parents ignoring attitudes oonceming child-rearing practices, 
A saoaple of school-going Hindu and Muslim boys and girls 
ranging in age from 4 years to 9 years was selected for this 
study* Paraats of these children were educated. They were 
service holders and their monthly income ranged from Rs«400/-
to Rs.1000/- • All the children were from Gaya town attending 
two integrated schools in which at least 239^  children of other 
religious communities were also oirolled and four segregated 
schools in which more than 959^ children of only one religious 
community were enrolled. 
Altogether 286 Hindu and Miislim children of both the a9X9a 
were interviewed. The interviews were conducted by using the 
Doll picture interview schedule and the responses of the childr«i 
to the qiJiestions of the schedule were recorded therein. 
For the purposes of examining the influence of parental 
characteristics on the development of religious idaitity and 
prejudice in their children, certain characteristics of the 
parents (both fathers and mothers) of the childrm were also 
studied with the help of the tests namely Califoniia F- Scale 
develxjped by Bhushan (1970). Religious prejudice scale, deve-
loped by Singh and Khan (1975) and parental attutude surv^, 
adopted in Hindi by Sinha (1970). Altogether fathers of 265 
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children (171 Hindus and 94 Muslims) and Mothers of 241 children 
(155 Hindus and 86 Muslims) were tested. The responses of 
parents towards the item of these tests were converted into 
scores according to the scoring schemes of the tests. These 
scores wpre latpr put to appropriate statistical analysis. 
The results revealed that age and religion of the 
children played specific role in the development of religious 
identity and prejudice in them. But the role of sex in the 
development of R.I. (Religious Identity) and RP (Religious 
prejudice) in the children did not appear to be important. The 
set vp of the school of the children played a specific role in 
the development of RI but its rol^ in the development of RP 
could not be determined, 
Moreover, it was found that development of religious 
identity in children was positively related with the religiosity 
and religious prejudice of their parents. Similarly, the 
development of religious prejudice in children tended to be 
correlated positively with their parent's authoritarianism, 
religious prejudice and their domineering attitudes concerning 
child rearing practices. 
In a recent study, Hassan Cl983) examined the role of 
parents in the developments of driild's prejudice by comparing 
children of four parental categories namely, prejudiced parents, 
unprejudiced parents, prejudiced father/unprejudiced mother, 
and prejudiced mother/unprejudiced father. 
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A S t r a t i f i e d random sample of 800 pa ren t s , (400 pa i r s ) 
and t h e i r ten th and eleventh grades school children v/ere 
se lec ted from Ranch! and Dhanbad d i s t r i c t of Bihar, Prejudiced 
and pa ren ta l behaviour were measured by spec i f i ca l ly developed 
s c a l e s . The s t r a t i f i c a t i o n was based on r e l ig ion (liinduA'iuslim) 
and sex (Male/Fanale), 
Rel igious, c a s t e , c lass and sex prejudices were measured 
by Likert type four sub-sca les . Hassan (1983) found tha t parents 
tended to produce de f in i t e effects on the development of 
ch i ld ren ' s pre judice as was evident from the fac t t ha t children 
whose p a r m t s were prejudiced had highest degree of prejudices 
and were broiight up under s t r i c t and au thor i t a r i an parenta l 
d i s c i p l i n e . Conversely, children having unprejudiced parents 
were l e a s t prejudiced. However, he found no d i f f e r en t i a l impact 
of f a the r ' s and mother 's prejudice on t h e i r male child but 
female chi ld tended to be influenced by the prejudiced mother. 
Several inves t iga to r s have a lso indicated the re la t ionship 
between parenta l d i s c ip l i ne and pre jud ice , Ilurphy (1953) 
observed tha t pre judice in India may be associated v.dth child 
rearing p rac t i ces t h a t are most t yp ica l ly character ized by 
emphasis on dependence and obedience to au thor i ty , early freedom 
from f r u s t i a t i o n leading to the absence of hab i t s control l ing 
aggression and lack of ©icouragement for group planning and 
th inking . 
Cars tar (1957) found differences in chi ld rearing 
p rac t i ce s and family pa t t e rns between castes and f e l t tha t these 
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differences influenced the deeper core of personality and 
attitudes. Kaliprasad (1964), Koestler (19^0) and Taylor (1948) 
have commented that Indian society is basically an authoritarian 
society charactprizr^d by hierarchical caste structure and Joint 
family system. In an Indian family, children are exposed to non-
permissive and authoritarian parental discipline which possibly 
gives rise to prejudice in them. In three separate studies, 
Hassan U974, 1976, 1977) found that prejudiced children were 
brought up under authoritarian child rearing practices, whereas 
'unprejudiced' children were brought up under permissive child 
rearing practices, Singh (1980) found that authoritarian child 
rearing practices were associated ^^fith high prejudiced in Hindu, 
Muslim, and Christian school students. Enayatullah (1980) found 
similar results in Hindu, i^'iuslim and Christian collf^ ge students. 
Rai (1980) in her comparative study of 'prejudiced' and 'un-
prejudiced' Hindu female children and their parents, found that 
authoritarian and restrictive child rearing practices as opposed 
to penriissive and frimdly ones were associated v;ith prejudiced. 
Khan (1980) also found more or less similar results. 
These studies and other numerous studies have established 
that there is positive relationship between authoritarianism 
and prejudice. 
However, investigators have reported that oth^r factors 
are more related to prejudice than authoritarianisni. Srole (1956) 
administered on a sample of 401 white adults, a scale consisting 
of 15 items; five in order to study their racial and religious 
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prejudice, five questions in revised form of the F-scale to 
measure authoritarianism, and five questions to measure feeling 
of anomie (the sense of isolation from others), Srole (1956) 
found that thp correlation between anomie and prejudice was .35 
when the effect of authoritarianism was held constant; and the 
correlation between authoritarianism and prejudice was .12 when 
the effect of anomie was contixilled. The investigator concluded 
that anomie was more related with prejudice than was authorita-
rianism. This finding, however, could not be substantiated by 
other studies. 
Roberts and Rokeach (1956) found a correlation of .35 
between authoritarianism and ethnocentrism when anomie was held 
constant, and a correlation of .37 betweaa anomie and ethnocen-
trism when authoritarianism was controlled. 
There have been few studies on the relative influence 
of socio-psychological correlates of prejudice. In their study 
on riots, Chatterjee et al, (1967) observed that the deeply 
rooted psychological factors and particulars social climates were 
the most important causes for the communal conflicts. Similarly, 
the study of Singh (1967) demonstrated that high and low tension 
individuals differ on certain psychological characteristics but 
he did not attempt to examine the illative influence of sociolo-
gical and psychological variables on prejudice. There is, 
however, one Indian research which makPs a comparative evaluation 
of psychological and sociological correlates of prejudice (Singh 
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and Hassan, 1976), The researchers observed that out of the 
three sociological variables namply, religious affiliations, 
caste status and urban rural origin, only religious affilia-
tion was associated dth prejudice. But on the other hand 
both the psychological variables, namely, anxiety and authorita-
rianism were highly correlated with prejudice. 
However, Hassan (1976-77) undertook an extensive study 
to investigate into some important sociological and psychological 
correlates of prejudice. The main objective of this study were: 
(i) to study the relative influence of sociological correlates 
of prejudice} (ii) to study the personality correlates of pre-
judice; (iii) to study the relative influence of sociological 
and personality correlates of prejudice and (iv) to test the 
generality of prejudice.Religious affiliation (Hindu/iuuslim); 
Caste status (Upper/lower and urban rural origins) were the socio-
logical correlates whereas anxiety and authoritarianism were the 
personality correlates covered by the study. Three dimensions 
of social prejudice, namely religious, caste and sex were taken 
into consideration, iioreover, religion infonnatlon, allied 
attitudes (religiosity and belief in caste system) and social 
stereotypes (religious, caste and sex), were also studied. 
A stratified random sample of 320 college students was 
taken froui colleges of Ranchi and Jamshec^ur, Stratification of 
the sample v/as done on the basis of religious affiliation, caste 
status and rural urban origin. There were eight groups namely. 
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upper caste Hindu urban origin, lower caste Hindu urban origin, 
upper caste Hindu rural origin, lower caste Hindu rural origin, 
upper caste Muslim urban origin, lower caste Muslim urban origin, 
upper caste Muslim rural origin and lower caste I'luslim rural 
origin. There were Ao subjects in each group. All the eight 
groups were equivalwit in all respects. The questionnaires 
administered on thp sample for collection of data included pre-
judice scale consisting of three sub-scales^religious, caste and 
sex prejudice scales; Religious information scale, Religinc-jty 
scale; Belief in caste system scale; Stereotypes scale consisting 
of an adjective check list to measures religious, caste and sex 
stereotypes; Sinha's anxiety scale; and a modified and adapted 
version of California F-scale to measure authoritarianism. 
The main findings of this study were as follows: 
(1) The Muslims were foimci to be more prejudice than Hindu and 
also had a higher degree of religiosity and belief in caste 
system. They had also higher, though not significant, degree of 
anxiety and authoritarianism, 
(2) Significant negative correlation between prejudice and 
religious information v;as found. 
(3) Personality variables (e.g. anxiety and authoritarianism) 
were found to be more powerfully correlated with prejudice than 
sociological variables (e.g. religious affiliation, caste status, 
and urban rural origin), 
Both anxiety and authoritarianism were positively 
correlated with prejudice whereas only religious affiliation. 
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among sociological variables had a significant positive corre-
lation with pre^dice. 
(4) Prejudice ai^ peared as an egression of personality. The 
three dimensions of prejudice namely "religiosity", caste system, 
anxiety and authoritarianism were positively correlated. 
As mentioned above Hassan (1976-77) found that, though 
not statistically significant, the Muslim had a higher degree of 
anxiety and authoritarianism than the Hindus, Their higher levels 
of anxiety could very well reflect their socio-econoaical and 
political insecurity, particularly because the sample had been 
takpn from Ranaii and Jamshedpur with recent memories of commtmal 
riots. The general tendencies of this research indicated the 
importance of personality variables in pre^judice. It may, there-
fore, be concluded that personality variables are more relatfxi 
to prejudice than the sociological varibales. 
On the basis of his findings, Hassan argued that anxiety 
is the most powerful correlates of prejudice, nany researches 
revealed that more anxious individuals displayed higher levels 
of prejudice than less anxious subjects, Rokeach (1960) found 
that his close minded or prejudiced subjects were more anxious, 
Siegal (1954) administered the F-scale and the Taylor's manifest 
anxiety scalp. He found that subjects higher in authoritarianism 
also tended to be high in anxiety. This shows that anxious 
people are morp susceptible to develop prejudice. Cooper (19i>6) 
found that subjects high in authoritarianism e:Q>ressed more 
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anxiety than those who were low in authoritarianism, Atlus and 
Tefejian (1953) observed more anxipty, obsessive - comp\iLsive 
traits and Paranoid tendencies among groiQ)s scoring high in 
ethnic prejudice. Some studies conducted in India also reported 
a strong positive correlation between anxiety and prejudice 
(Chatterjee et al, 1972a; Sinha and Hassan, 1975, 1978; Singh 
and Hassan, 1976; Enayatullah, 1980), 
inany studies have demonstrated that high prejudice 
individuals have a grr>ater tendency to displace hostility than 
unprejudiced individuals, and prejudiced individuals are more 
susceptible to frustration (Raper, 1933; Houla^ id and Seares, 19^; 
Centril, 1941; Pettigrew and Cramer, 1959). Several psycho-
analytically oriented authors like Brown (19^2), Fenichel (1946), 
Sterba (1947), Ackerman and Jahoda (1950), Bettelheim and 
Janowitz (19i?0) have stressed the role of displaced aggression 
in prejudice, Wright (1945) and Cohen and inurphy (1966) have 
reported that displaced aggression plays a very important role 
in thp growth of prejudice. 
In an exp'-rimpntal study, Berkowitz (1959) foiind that anti-
sfsnetic college girls, when subjected to frustration, tended to 
displace thoir aggression towards their males. Further support-
ing evidences that prejudiced individuals tended to show greater 
hostility aft^r frustration, were provided by Berkowitz (1961), 
Weather by (196I) and Berkowitz and Green (1962), Similarly, 
there are studies to indicate thatprejudiced individuals as com-
pared to non-prejudiced ones are mor<^  easily frustrated. In a study 
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Lindzey (1950) se lec ted 10 prejudiced and 10 non-prejudiced 
subjects and subjected them to the f r u s t r a t i o n , manipulated 
experimentally. Lindzey (1950) found prejudiced subjects more 
f rus t r a t ed than non-prejudiced sub jec t s . Silverman and Kleiman 
(1967) found t h a t prejudiced subjects scored higher on measures 
of f ru s t r a t i on and response deviance than non-prejudiced 
sub jec t s . Many inves t iga to r s havr observed p o s i t i v e corre la t ion 
between prejudiced and f rus t r a t ion (Allport and Kramer, 1 9 ^ ; 
i'iorse, 1947; Rosenblith (1949); Bet te lhien and Janowitz, 1950 
and Gough, 1951). 
A number of s tudies reviewed above have shown tha t p r e -
judiced persons are s ign i f i can t ly high in anxiety, depression, 
aggression, f r u s t r a t i o n , and display higher l eve l of h o s t i l i t y 
than non-prejudiced persons. Thus individuals with higher 
l eve l s Ox anxiety, depression, aggression, f rus t r a t ion and h o s t i -
l i t y display higher l eve l of p re jud ice . Anxiety, as observed 
by Allport (1954), i s a diffused i r r a t i o n a l fear . 
There i s subs tan t i a l body of evidence to suggest tha t 
development of such i r r a t i o n a l fear depends on how the individual 
i n t e r p r e t e s h i s e:q>eriences. I f t h e individual perceives the 
events , viAiether p o s i t i v e or negat ive , as being a consequence of 
h i s own act ions and wjriich are under h i s personal control then 
he i s not l i k e l y to develop i r r a t i o n a l fear or anxiety . If a 
person, on the other hand, perceives pos i t i ve or negative events 
as being unrelated to h i s own b ^ a v i o u r r a the r a t t r i bu t e s the 
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vicissitudes of existence to fate, lucsk, behaviour of others 
or environmental factors, he is more likely to develop irra-
tional fear or anxiety. The first type of individuals are known 
as internally oriented individuals, while the later type of 
individuals are considered as externally oriented individuals 
(Rotter, 1966). Thus, in the following paragraphs WP shall 
review some of the studies that will bring out direct or indirect 
relationship between prejudice and locus of control, 
David Watson (1967) studied relationship between locus 
of c«ntrel and anxiety. He used locus of control scale, the 
AAT (Achievement Anxiety Test) and 26 items of the MA (Manifest 
Anxiety) scale. These scales were administered on sill students 
of introductory Psychology of the University of Toronto. The 
AAT items were scored on a 10 point scale, the AAT Fac (Facili-
tating anxiety) and AAT Deb (debilitating anxiety) sub-scales 
being scored separately. The MA scale itens were answered in 
true or false fashion, and the LC scale items were presented in 
forced-choice pairs. Pearson pro duct nnoment correlations betwe«a 
the three scales were calculated by a coisputer for 506 females 
and 1A2 males. Almost all the relationship were found signifi-
cant, though some were rather small. 
The significant correlation between the MA scale and the 
LC scale indicates that the more an individual is externally 
orieited the more anxiety he reports. The significant correla-
tion between AAT Deb and the LC scale and the significant corre-
lation between AAT Fac and LC scale also reveal that the more 
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a person i s external ly oriented the more anxiety he r e p o r t s . 
The re la t ionsh ip between locus of control and anxiety seems well 
supported by these c o r r e l a t i o n s . 
Huntras and Scharf (1970) examined A e t h e r t he re were 
s ign i f i can t differences in manifest anxiety among th ree groins of 
low achieving college freshmen di f fer ing in t h e i r locus of control 
of reinforcement. The subjects for t h i s study were 60 fresh man 
males a t the Universi ty of North Dhkota who a t the end of t h e i r 
f i r s t semester had l e s s than 92.0 grade point average. Three 
groups of 20 sub jec t s , operat ional ly defined with respect to locus 
of control as External (E) in t e rna l - ex te rna l (I-K) or in te rna l ( I ) 
were derived. The external locus of control groiqp consisted of 
students having scores one SD above the mean of 39.23 scores , 
43 and above were included in t h i s category. 
The i n t e rna l - ex t e rna l locus of control group consisted 
of students having scores within one- th i rd of SD. The in te rna l 
locus of control grotp was comprised of students scoring one 3D 
below the mean, i . e . below 33. Hein©nan»s anxiety scale and I-E 
sca l e were used. Heineman developed a forced choice sca le from 
the Taylor Manifest anxiety sca l e , in which each item consisted 
of th ree s ta tements , an imxiety statement and a non-anxiety 
statement of comparable soc ia l f avo rab i l i t y , and an addit ional 
non-anxiety statement di f fer ing soc ia l favourabi l i ty from the 
two matched s ta tements . 
The I . E . sca le was developed within the frame work of 
Ro t t e r ' s socia l learning tJri€K)ry, The sca le was scored in the 
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direction of external control, i.e. the higher scores reflected 
an external orientation. 
The range of anxiety scores for the internals was 23 to 
68, For the internal-external the range was 38 to 80 whereas 
the range for the external was 36 to 75. 
An analysis of variance was performed to ascertain 
whether or not the observed differences in anxiety levels between 
the externals and the internals - external was significant. The 
difference in anxiety levels between the external - and the 
internal- externals was not significant. Further more, a non-
significant difference in anxiety was obtained in the comparison 
of internal-external and internals. This findings suggest that 
a three way classification of locus of control is not to be 
preferred to the more conventional two way classification, i.e. 
external and internal. Significant differences in anxiety were, 
howevf^r, found betv/een externally oriented and internally 
oriented subjects. 
Externals have been characterized as less confident than 
internals. The externals have a lower e:5)ectation oi success and 
a lesser degree of self confidence which lead to avoidence beha-
viour. They are more inhibited, resentful, self centered and 
ejdiibit little concern for the needs and interests of otiiers. 
Further more, they are characterized as confused, cautious and 
stereotype in thinking; lacking in self direction and self 
discipline, and are more anxious. 
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Silverman and Shranger (1971) studied locus of control 
and correlates of attraction towards others. They used forty 
male students in introductory Psychology at the University of 
New York. The subjects were selected from an initial group of 
136 male students who had completed Rotter*s I-E scale some 
week earlier. The mean I-E score for this total distribution 
as 11.61, with a standard deviation of 4.69. Externals (N»20, 
mean » 15.8) had scores of 14 or above and internals (N»20, 
mean = 7.70) had scores of 11 or below. Subjects were run indi-
vidually or in groups of two to four and were isolated individual 
booths so that they could not see the other people in their 
group. They were instructed that they were participating in a 
programme aimed at improving techniques of personality assessment. 
They were to evaluate a person wliom they heared being interviewed 
and their ratings were to be compaired with the evaluations of 
the person based on findings from more traditional evaluating 
techniques. The experimenter anphasized that he had no particular 
expectation as to whether or not subjects assessmait would agree 
with those from the more traditional measures. Subjects were 
told that the interviewee was participating in the personality 
assessmait programme as a paid volimteer. The following informa-
tion about him was also given in both conditions: "He's a 19 years 
old Sophomore at Syracuse University, an anthropology major and 
his home is in Amherst, He's the oldest of three children having 
one brother and one sister. His father works for an industrial 
corporation and is a college graduate. His mother went to college, 
but never finished and is a house wife". 
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Subjects then l i s t e n e d to a 13 minutes tape recording 
before which thpy were ins t ruc ted to t r y to get to know the 
person as well as poss ib le from the minimal information given 
them and to focus on t h e i r "gut react ion" to him. In ac tua l i t y , 
the tape played was one of two interviews wri t ten hy the authors 
and portrayed by two colleagues. The interviewee was beared 
giving h i s opinions on a var ie ty of top ics including the factors 
which determine success in school - career and interpersonal 
r e l a t i onsh ip s , how he would respond i f he were cal led in to the 
mi l i t a ry se rv ice , and how much influence he f e l t parents should 
attempt to exert over t h e i r ch i ld ren ' s devplopment. While the 
responses to some questions were i d e n t i c a l on the tv/o tapes , 
many answers differed in the extent to which the interviewee 
perceived himself as having control over h i s reinforcements. 
One tape expressed the i n t e rna l view t h a t one 's out comes depend 
on h i s own act ions and the o ther expressed the external pos i t ion 
emphasizing the importance of uncontrol lable environmental 
f a c t o r s . The attempt was made to vary locvis of cont ro l , while 
keeping responses along other content dimensions the same. Ten 
external and 10 i n t e r n a l subjects beared each of the t apes . To 
avoid poss ib le b i a s , the e ^ e r i m o i t e r was not aware of which 
tape was to be played u n t i l i t was presented. At the conclusion 
of t ape , the subject was asked to ind ica te the react ion to the 
interviewee on a 21 point sca le from "very pos i t i ve reaction" 
"to very negative reac t ion" . They then ra ted on a seven point 
scale the extent to which the interviewee as compared to other 
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males of the same age and sex, possessed each of eleven 
personality traits. The traits rated were as follows: assertive, 
successful, intelligent, self confident, capable, likeable, 
ambitious, mature, well ad;}usted, independent and self centered. 
The relationship between each of these characteristics and 
controlability or susceptibility to influence from others was 
assessed with the use of data from a separate sample of 42 
subjects. For these subjects each trait and its opposite were 
paired, and subjects were to choose the one trait of each pair 
which they felt was more likely to be possessed by someone who 
was susceptible to influence. Each of the traits listed above 
was clearly seen as implying less susceptibility to influence 
than its opposite. 
Finally, subjects indicated their agreement on a seven 
point scale with each of the following stat&nents about the 
interviewee (a) "This is the sort of person who takes an active 
part in deciding what is going to happen to him rather than 
letting things work themselves out"; (b) "1 felt that this person 
was being honest in expressings his opinions rather than holding 
back his real feelings"; (c) "Given the limited amount of infor-
mation which I had about this person, I thought, I could deve-
lop a fairly clear picture of the sort of individual he was". 
When they had con^ jleted the questionnaire e:)q)eriment was dis-
cussed with subjects, any cpestions which they had were answered. 
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The main data relat ing locus of control to correlates 
of at t ract ion towards others are the inter-correlat ion of two 
indices of subjects at t ract ion to the stimulus person with the i r 
ratings of him on the other personality t r a i t s . The result 
obtained by Silverman and Shratager (1971) demonstrated that 
internals and externals clearly differed in the extent to vftiich 
the i r at t ract ion toward the interviewee was related to the i r 
ratings of him on specific t r a i t s , ExtemaJswere more strongly 
at tracted to people whom they saw as competent, independeit, 
and able to act for themselves than they were to people not 
possessing these character is t ics . For in ternals , at traction was 
unrelated to perceived competence assertiveness. The only 
at t r ibutes which they associated with attracticwi was a lack of 
self centeredness. 
The intervie\iree'3 locus of control had l i t t l e effect on 
evaluations of him, even though the post experimental qviestionn-
a i re clearly revealed that the internal interviewee was seen as 
taking a more active part in determining what happens to himself 
than the external. The only t r a i t on which ratings of the two 
interviewees differed significantly was "mature", with the 
internal person being judged as more mature than the external. 
There were no significant subjects x interviewee interaction 
e i ther for the> emotional reaction measures or for t r a i t s on the 
adjective check l i s t . Internal and external interviewees were 
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also not (Judged to differ either in their honesty or in the 
clarity of their self presentation, nor were there subjects x 
interviewee interaction on these ratings, 
Chintamani Mishra (1974) studied the relationship between 
locus of control, progressive matrices, rigidity, attitudes 
towards science and religion. Subjects were all students in three 
high schools in Orissa. They were studying in class 3, 9 and 10 
and their age groi^ p varied from 13 to 16 years. The questionn-
aire on lociis of control, rigidity attitude towards science and 
religion and the test book of progressive matrices were given 
to students in their class rooms. The questionnaires were self 
explanatory. Therefore, students did not need any help either 
of the experimeital or of the teacher. However, caution was 
taken that one did not influence the other while taking the test. 
The locus of control questionnaire was given to three groxip 
of students in three different high schools. Their responses were 
evaluated accoi^ing to a standarderized evaluation chart. The 
scores varied from 0 to 24 since there were 24 items. So higher 
the score than the median in the distributions, it was ILC and 
lower the scores than the median, it v/as ELC, Thus there were 
ILC and ELC subjects, categorised according to their responses. 
The progressive matrices test was given to 60 ILC and 
60 ELC studoats. They worked according to their own speed with-
out intern?)tion from beginning to the end. They had to record 
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the answer in a scoring sheet. 
Rigidity questionnaire was given to 180 ILC and 1CX) Eix; 
students. They had to consider 70 ad;Jectives of the test to be 
desirable or undesirable in a friend and to write it against each 
adjective from a graduated 5 point scale. There were 100 IIC 
students and 80 ELC students to answer the (pestionnaire for atti-
tude towards science and towards religion. Their answers were 
evaluated according to the standarized attitude scale. 
The product mement correlations among LC progressive matrices, 
rigidity, attitude towards science and towards religion were then 
calculated. 
It was found that ILC was not significantly related to scores 
on progressive matrices. The relationship between IIC and rigidity 
was positive and highly significant. The correlation between ILC 
and attitude towards science were also significantly high and 
positive. But the 'r* between ILC and attitude towards religion 
was negative and significant. ELC scores and scores on progressive 
matrices, rigidity attitude towards science and religion were used 
to find out *r* by the product moment method. The correlation bet-
ween ELC scores and progressive matrices test scores were negative 
and not vexy high as well as not significant. The relationship 
between ELC and rigidity were negative but significant. 
Therefore, it can be interpreted from the results that person 
having ELC traits cann»t be rigid rather flexible and can be changed. 
ELC scores were significantly related to attitude towards religion. 
In both the cases the relationships were positive. In case of ELC 
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and attitude towards religion the 'r* correlation was significantly 
high. Therefore the prediction of EIC people depend upon external 
forces for their behaviour appears qiite consistent, 
Shamsur Rehman Khan and Qammar Hassan (1977) studied 
locus of control in relation to religions. More specifically, 
they studied locus of control aoaong Hindu and Muslim subjects. 
The subjects were 50 Muslims students mostly from Aligarh Muslim 
University, Aligarh and 50 Hindu students, mostly drawn from local 
Govexnment Inter Colleges, The subjects came from middle class 
families and were in the age range of 15 to 18 years. 
Instead of using Rotter»s I-E control scale, the subjects 
were presented a set of 20 statements with the help of which 
their expactancies in diverse areas such as "education", 
"vocation", "employment", "friendship", "love and affection", 
"politics", "involving in accidents", etc, were assessed. 
Matrices of intercorrelation were obtained for Hindus 
and Muslims separately by running product moment correlation among 
the scores of the subjects on 20 variables. The two matrices 
factors were analysed with the help of principle component method 
and the extracted factors were rotated to the varimax criterion 
of sample structure. The significance of difference between the 
scores of Hindus and Muslims was tested with the help of K-S 
test. 
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The findings showed that Hindus have more generalized 
expectancies regarding the locus of control than Muslims, 
Hindus showed more generalized expectancies namely effort which 
woxild bring about desirable outcomes in th<? different situations. 
Sadowski & Wenzel (1982) studied the relationship of locus 
of control dimension to reported hostility and aggression, liie 
subjects were 61 male and 96 feaale undergraduates eniull«xi ia 
general psychology classes at Austin Peay State University, 
Participation was voluntary and was a partial fulfilment of course 
requirenents. The Ss were given a booklet containing the Reidware 
three factor locus of control scale, and the Buss-Durkee Hostility 
Aggression Inventory. The Reidware scale consisted 45 itans, 
including 13 fillers, in a forced choice formate. Fatalism and 
social system control each consist of 12 items. These items 
were similar in content to those used in the Rotter I-E scale. 
Higher scores on each scale reflected a greater external orienta-
tion. The Buss-Durkee inventory is a 75 item questionnaire in 
which respondents indicate whether a statement is true or false 
about themselves. The items cluster into a hostility factor an 
Aggression factor. Higher scores reflected greater reported 
hostility and aggression, 
.iubjects completed the questionnaire during regular class 
periods. All responses were anonymous. The puipose of the 
investigation was explained in detail following the data collec-
tion. 
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Datci) were analysed for the e n t i r e sample and for males 
and femalps separa te ly . Neither locus of control dimensions 
was s ign i f i can t ly corre la ted with the aggression fac tor for 
e i t h e r males o r fpmales. The r e s u l t s indica ted the external 
reported greatpr h o s t i l i t y and aggression than did i n t e r n a l s . 
Thus h o s t i l i t y f ac to r was re la ted more stix>ngly to locus of 
control dimensions than was the aggression f a c t o r . 
Recently Harold Cook, J u l i e Sloane (1985) attempted to 
assess the extfnt to v^iich locus of control i s determinant of 
cooperative behaviour in 10 years old ch i ld ren . 
Locus of control questionnaix»e was administered to 84 
white , middle c lass f i f t h grades who attended a l a rge cathol ic 
parachia l school in New York City, of these 80 were randomly 
selected for the experimental phase. There were AO boys, with 
a laean age of 10,7 year and a mean locus of control of 77; and 
40 g i r l s , with a mean age of 10,8 years and a mean locus of 
control of 79. The design was a 2x4 complete f a c t o r i a l . The 
var iables were sex var ied in two ways (i.ale or Female) and 
locus of con t ro l ' va r ied in four ways. 
The r e s u l t s revealed tha t g i r l s demonstratea more 
cooperative behaviour than boys, f4ale dyads i n the i'4-M 
(Moderate-i:.oderate Locus of Control) and E-E (External-External) 
locus of control group demonstrated more cooperative b^av iou r 
than I - I dyads ( In t e rna l - In t e rna l locus of control) and I-E 
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dyads ( In te rna l -Externa l locus of control) in the i n i t i a l 
t r a i t s . However, i n the l a t t e r t r a i t s the average performance 
of the I - I dyads become as cooperative as the performance of 
M-M and K-E dyads. 
i^ost recen t ly , CSiaudhary (1986) undertook a study to 
inves t iga t e whether neuroticism, extravers ion, r i g i d i t y , four 
fac tors of se l f concept, personal causation and acadeinic achieve-
ment would cont r ibute to the pred ic t ion of i n t e ^ a l powerful 
o thers and chance control e^qpectancies of reinforcement. 
I n t e r n a l powerful others and chance s c a l e s , Eysenk personal i ty 
Inventory, Regidity s c a l e . Manifest Anxiety Scale , Personali ty 
Di f fe ren t ia l Short Scale and personal causation questionnaire 
were administered on 186 male and 148 female college s tudents . 
Six se r i e s of stepwise mul t ip le regression analys is were carr ied 
out with th ree depraident var iab les namely I n t e m a l powerful 
others and chance control expectancies for the males and females 
separa te ly . 
The r e s u l t s showed tha t for the male s tudents , neu ro t i -
cism, r i g i d i t y , and anxiety were negat ively cor re la ted with 
i n t e rna l locus of con t ro l , whereas academic achievement, ex t ra-
vers ion , normalcy and conformity were pos i t i ve ly correlated 
v/ith the i n t e r n a l locus of con t ro l . For female students neuro-
t i c i sm, r i g i d i t y were negatively co i re la ted with in te rna l locus 
of control whereas tenseness , se l f concept and personal causa-
t i o n were pos i t ive ly co r re la t ed . Moreover, academic achievenent, 
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conformity,tough mindedness and normalcy were unrelated to 
internal control. 
Powerful others control, on the other hand, was negatively 
associated with personal cavisation and it was positively corre-
lated with normalcy factor of self concept but the remaining 
variables were unrelated to powerful others control. Furthermore 
for the male students neuroticism, rigidity, anxiety and tough-
rnindedness were positively correlated \ftith the chance control 
and extraversion and personal causation were negatively correlated 
v/ith it, while academic achievement,nonnalcy and conformity were 
unrelated with chance control. For fmale neuroticism and 
anxiety were positively correlated with chance locus of control, 
Confirmity, nonaalcy tenseness and persoanl causation were 
negatively related to the chance locus of control. Academic 
achievement, extraversion, rigidity, toiigh mindedness were not 
found to be correlated with chance locus of control. 
The review of the above studies reveals that locus of 
control as a personality variable influences certain social 
behaviour, More specifically it has been demonstrated that extern 
nally oriented subjects are more anxious, more rigid, tough 
minded, hostile and aggressive, more suspicious, maladjusted, 
have irrational beliefs, have less tendency to help others as 
compared to internally oriented subjects. 
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These characterist ics of externally oriented subjects 
suggest that they should be more prone to develop conmiunal 
prejudice than internally oriented subjects, since i t has been 
observed that prejudiced persons are more anxious, hos t i le , 
aggressive, maladjusted, svispicious and have poor interpersonal 
relationship than non-prejudiced individuals. I t i s therefore, 
reasonable to assume that t he i r should be relationship between 
locus of control and communal prejudice. More specifically i t 
i s hypothesized that externally oriented individuals should be 
laore prejudiced than in terna l^or ien ted . In the best knowledge 
of the present invf^stigator no attesnpt has been made so far to 
study comaiunal prejudice as related to locus of control. The 
present study aims at f i l l ing vp th i s gap. 
Another important consideration vmich also influenced 
the thinking of the present investigator to undertake the 
present research i s the substantial body of evidence to suggest 
a correlation bet\ireen prejudice and feeling of security and 
insecurity. Thus in tho following section of th i s chapter, v/e 
will review some of tho relevant studies that bear directly or 
indirect ly to th i s problem, 
Ahmad (1966,69) studied Discipline - Indiscipline as 
related to academic achievement and Secur i ty-Insecur i ty , In 
order to investigate whether achievement and feeling of 
security-insecurity are related to discipline - indisciplined 
behaviour, rating scale for d i sc ip l ine- ind i sc ip l ine , academic 
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achievement record; security- Insecurity inventory were adainis-
tered on 182 students of caass IX and VIII of A.M.U. Schools. 
The results revealed that high achievers had high 
feeling of security Mdiereas low achievers had high feeling of 
insecurity. It was, further, found that high a<diievers were 
not only had high feeling of security but they were also more 
disciplined than low achievers and insecure sub;Jects. Thus, 
there was a positive correlation between academic achievement 
and feeling of security and a negative correlation between 
achievement and feeling of insecurity, A negative correlation 
was also found between disciplined behaviour and feeling of 
insecurity. 
More or less similar study was conducted by Hanfi (1974), 
She attempted to study disciplined - indisciplined behaviour in 
relation to S-I and parental acceptance. She also foiaid that 
subjects with high sense of security were rated high on disci-
pline Tutoereas those with low sense of security were rated low 
on discipline. In other words it was concluded that those who 
were secure were also disciplined and those who had a feeling of 
insecurity showed indisciplined behaviour. It was also found 
that subjects vAic were high on parental acceptance also had high 
feeling of security and showed highly disciplined behaviour 
whereas subjects who were low on parental acceptance also had low 
feeling of security and showed indisciplined behaviour. 
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Some investigators studied the relationship between 
feeling of security-insecurity and adjustment-maladjustment. 
Thus, Sanders (1948) studied maladjustment in relation to in-
security. Insecurity Test (INS) that was composed of two sub-
tests, namely physical and economic security test (PKI) and 
social undervaluation (SUV), non-social tendency test (N3T) were 
administered on two separate group of boys, one in London Clinics 
and other in London Schools, Using coeffici(=!nt of correlation 
technique, he found a positive relation between mental insecurity 
and social maladjustment with its accompanying behaviour diffi-
culties and non-social attitudes. However, with the tests 
employed the mental insecurity measured was a conscious insecurity 
which tended to be accompanied by the type of aggressive attitu-
des and tendencies usually associated with delinquency, More-
over, the insecurity disclosed, v/as, to a considerable extent, 
bound up with feelings of social undervaluation, Furthennore, 
a factorial analysis of the results of inter-correlation of the 
variables employed supported the viev/ that mental maturity in 
terms of physical, intellectual and emotional development is 
positively related to mental security. 
Somewhat rpcently Naqyi (1980) undertook a study to 
investigate the relationship between level of aspiration, adjust-
ment and security-insecurity, Hindi and Uirdu versions of 
Maslow's security-insecurity inventory, adopted fonn of Bell's 
personality adjustment inventory and level of aspiration coding 
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test were administered on 65 B.Ed, students of the Departmait of 
Education, A.h.U. Aligarh. Using t-test to analysis the data, 
Naqvi found that those who set their level of aspiration realis-
tically were better adjusted and had higher feeling of security 
than those who set their goals unrealistically i.e. much higher 
than their past performance or defensively lower than their past 
performance. 
Some investigators attearpted to explore relationship 
between security-insecurity, self-acceptance, parental acceptance 
and peer acceptance. Ahmad (1965-66) studied self acceptance in 
relation to feeling of security-insecurity and adjustment. 110 
adolescents taken from Class VIII, IX, X, P.U.C. and 3.A. of 
A.M.U, Aligarh seived as subjects. These subjects were classified 
into three groups namely high in self acceptance, moderate in 
self acceptance and low in «lf acceptance on the basis of their 
scores on self-acceptance inventory. Adjustment inventory and 
security-insecurity inventory were administered on these three 
groups, t-test was employed to draw nececsary infrences. 
The results demonstrated beyond doubt that highly self-
acceptance subjects also had high feeling of security, whereas 
subjects who v;ere low in self-acceptancs felt themselves insecure, 
Furthernaore the results indicated that highly self accepting 
subjects were significantly better adjusted than the subjects who 
were low in self-acceptance. These results also suggest that 
subjects having high feeling of security are better adjusted than 
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those who have feeling of insecurity* 
Zuberi (1972) studied level of aspiration in relation 
to self-acceptance and feeling of security, A Hindi or Urdu 
version of liaslow's security-insecurity inventory, L.A, Coding 
test and self acceptance inventory were adndnistered on a large 
sample of subjects. Using Pearson*s product moment method, a 
relationship was determined between level of aspiration and 
security-insecurity between level of aspiration and self accep-
tance. The results revealed a positive correlation between 
feeling of security-insecurity and level of aspiration suggesting 
that thr greater the individuals feel secure the higher is the 
level of aspiration, A positive correlations were also obtained 
between feeling of security- insecurity and self acceptance, 
between level of aspiration and self acceptance. 
Khan (1975) alao found that thp sublets highly accepted 
by thf^ ir parmts had high feeling of security whereas those who 
were low in parental acceptance felt themselves insecure. 
Similarly subjects v^o were highly accepted by their peers had 
high feeling of security i-diile those who were low in peer accept-
ance felt highly insecure, 
Siddique (1976,77) designed a research to study trauancy 
in relation to security-insecurity, parental acceptance and peer 
acceptance. He hypothesized that non-truant 3ub;3ects should 
have a higher feeling of security and should be higher in parental 
and peer acceptance than the truant group. 
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The results obtained by him confirmed his hypothesis 
i.e., truaiita were found to have feeling of insecurity and were 
low in acceptance by parents as well as by peers whereas non-
truants were found to have feeling of security and were highly 
accepted by parents as well as by peers. 
Khalique (1961) studied insecurity feeling and anxiety 
in step children and non-step children. Maslow's security 
inventory and Taylor's manifest Anxiety Scale were administered 
on a group of 21 step children and 21 non-step children. The 
childreh were 11 to 16 years of age. The result demonstrated 
that stpp children e3q)erienced greater amount of insecurity 
feeling and were more anxious than non-st^ children. These 
results suggest that feeling of insecurity contributes the 
experieice of anxiety. In other words, higher the feeling of 
insecurity greater would be anxiety. 
A number of researchers in abroad attempted to study 
prejudice as a function of certain sociological and personality 
variables. Among the various sociological variables, feeling 
of security-insecurity was studied as one of the contributory 
variable of prejudice. Gaugh (1951), for instance conducted a 
series of studies to determine the x*elationship between pre-
judice and sociological and personality variables. In one of 
the studies, Goiigh (1951a,b,c) studied psychological and socio-
logical correlates of anti-semitism. First of all Levinson 
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Sanford antl-semitism scale was administered on a sample of 
275 high schools seniors in a mid-western comaiunity. In 
addition to this scale, a second scale known E-F scale was 
administered. Beside these two scales, the subjects also took 
the Minnesota Multi phasic personality Inventory, Security-
Insecurity Inventory and American home scale for socio-economic 
status• Apart from various findings, Gough also found a positive 
correlation between prejudice and feeling of security- insecurity. 
In other words subjects who had high feeling of insecurity were 
found to be prejudiced whereas subjects who had feeling of 
security were non-prejudiced. 
The review of the above studies reveals that insecure 
persons perceive the world as a threatening jungle and most 
human beings as dangerous and selfish. They feel rejected and 
isolated. They arr generally anxious, hostile, pessimistic and 
unhappy. They show signs of tension and conflict, tend to turn 
inward, are troubled by guilt feelings. They show revange 
reactions, hate everyone and develop antagonistic attitude to-
wards others. These and others similar characteristics of 
insecure individuals laay make them suscq>tAble to develop pre-
judiced attitudes. Researches conducted abroad have found a 
positive correlation between prejudice and personal insecurity. 
They have demonstrated that persons with feeling of insecurity 
have stranger tendency to develop prejudice than those who have 
a feeling of security (Gough 1951a, 1951b, 1951c; Morse and 
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Allport, 1952; Fishback and Singer, 1957; Miller and Bugelski, 
19^; Lindzey, 1950), As the review of literature reveals, 
no such study has been conducted in India, the present research, 
therefore, atteinpts to e:q?lore how feelings of security-
insecurity are related to prejudice in Indian Society. 
In short thp present research is designed to study communal 
prejudice as related to locus of control and feeling of security-
insecurity. The findings of the present study would not only 
provide us useful information about communal prejudice but would 
also help us to suggest certain ways and means by which communal 
prejudice may be reduced, if not conspletely eradicated. 
As a matter of fact corainunal prejudice is not only very 
significant obstacle in the national development and in the 
advancGoient of the nation but also remains a serious threat to 
national integration. Thus, the findings of the present research 
may be useful in removing such obstacles and therefore may 
contribute in the speedy development of the nation and in enhanc-
ing national integration. 
CHAPTER - I I I 
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MEIHODOLC»Y 
As maationed in the previous chapters the present 
research was undertaken to study communal prejudice in 
relation to locus of control and feeling of security-
insecurity. The main objectives of the study were (1) to 
investigate relationship between communal prejudice and locus 
of control, i.e. to vriiat extent external orientation and 
internal orientation facilitate or inhibit the development of 
communal prejudice; (2) to investigate relationship between 
communal prejudice and feeling of security-insecurity i.e. to 
what extent feeling of security-insecurity facilitate or 
inhibit the development of communal prejudice; and (3) to 
investigate relationship between communal prejudice and 
religion i.e. to what extent different religions facilitate of 
inhibit the development of communal prejudice. 
To be more specific the study was designed to answer 
the following questions: 
(1) Do Hindu and Muslim subjects differ in communal prejudice? 
(2) Do internally oriented and. externally oriented subjects 
differ in communal prejudice? 
(3) Do subjects having feeling of security-insecurity differ 
in communal prejudice? 
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(4) Is there an interactional effect of religion and locus 
of control on communal prejudice? 
(5) Is there an Interactional effect of religion and feeling 
of security-insecurity on communal pre;iudice? 
(6) Is there an interactional effect of locus of control and 
feeling of security-insecurity on prejudice? 
(7) Is there an interactional effect of religion, locus of 
control and feeling of security-insecurity on communal 
prejudice? 
Design of the Study» 
In order to answer the above questions a 2 x 2 x 2 
factorial design in vAiich one sociological variable (i.e» 
religion) and two personality variables (i.e. locus of control 
and feeling of security-insecurity) each variable varying in two 
ways, was used in the present study. The two types of religion 
were (a) Hinduism and (b) Islam. The locus of control was 
varied by selecting internally oriented and externally oriented 
subjects and security-insecurity variable was varied by select-
ing those who had feeling of security and those who had feeling 
of insecurity. Thus, there were eight groiqps of subjects 
namely, internally oriented secure Hindu subjects, externally 
oriented secure Hindu subjects, internally oriented insecure 
Hindu subjects, externally oriented insecure Hindu subjects, 
internally oriented secure Huslim subjects, externally oriented 
secure iiuslim subjects, internally oriented insecure huslim 
subjects and externally oriented insecure Huslim subjects. Each 
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groiip consisted of 50 subjec ts . 
Seuaple: 
In order to form above mentioned eight groups of 
sub jec t s , Hindi vers ion of Ro t t e r ' s I-E Scale was administered 
on 600 (300 Hindus and 300 Fiuslims) under graduate students 
of ^iU3lim University and D.S. College, Aligarb, They a l l 
belonged to Upper-idddle and Lower-Upper socio-economic s t a tus 
groups. The age of thp subjects ranged from 15 years to 18 
yea r s , 
C^ thr bas i s of t h e i r scores on Hindi vers ion of 
R o t t e r ' s I-E sca l e , two gro ins , namely i n t e rna l l y or iented and 
external ly or iented were formed. The subjects v^ose score on 
I-F. sca le f e l l on or above 3rd qua r t i l e were considered as 
external ly or iented subjec t . The subjects whose scores on the 
I-E sca le f e l l on or below 1s t qua r t i l e were considered as 
i n t e rna l l y or iented sub jec t s . The I s t and 3rd quar t i l e s were 
7,29 and 11,6 respec t ive ly . 
Each group, then, was subdivided on the bas is of 
r e l i g ion to form four gro ins , namely external ly or iented Hindu 
sub jec t s , i n t e r n a l l y or iented Hindu subjec t s , external ly 
or iented iiuslim subjects and i n t e rna l l y or iented imslim subjec ts , 
Hindi version of the adopted fonn of Maalow (1952) 
secu r i ty - in secu r i ty t e s t was administered on these four groves 
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of subjects. In each groiflp, the subjects vrtiose scores on S-I 
inventory f e l l on or below 1st quarti le were considered as 
secure subjects and the subjects vdiose scores fe l l on or above 
3rd quarti le were considered as insecvire subjects. Thus, on 
the basis of t he i r scores on S-I inventory, each groups was 
divided into two groups to form eight groiflps of subjects, 
namely, internally oriented secure-Hindu subjects, internally 
oriQited insecure Hindu subjects, externally oriented secure 
Hindu subjects, externally oriented insecure Hindu subjects, 
internally oriented secure Muslim subjects, internally oriented 
insecure Muslim subjects, externally oriented secure Muslim 
subjects and externally oriented insecure Muslim subjects. 
There were 50 subjects in each gro^p. 
Tools: 
Following tools were used in the present study. 
(1) Internal-External Control Scale (I-E Scale) : -
Hindi version of I-E scale, developed by Rotter (1960), 
was employed to determine internally oriented and externally 
oriented subjects. The scale i s a 29 item, forced choice t e s t 
including six f i l l e r items intended to make somewhat more 
aaibiguous the purpose of the t e s t , 
A careful reading of the items makes i t clear that the 
i t«ns deal exclusively with the subjects ' belief about the 
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nature of the world, i,e, they are concerned with the sub;3ects 
e^ qjectationa about how relnforc«nent is controlled. Conse-
quently, the test is considered to be a measure of a generalized 
e^ qpectancy. 
The I-E scale was administered with the following 
instructions: 
"This isaquestionnaire to find out the way in which 
certain important events in our society affect different people^ 
Each item consists of a pair of alternatives lettered 'a' or 
'b'. Please select the one statement of each pair which you 
more strongly believe to be the case as far as you are concerned. 
Be sure to select the one you actually believe to be more true 
rather than the one you think you should choose or the one 
you would like to be true. This is a measure of personal belief; 
obviously there are no right or wrong answers. 
Your answer to th«? items on this inventory are to be 
recorded on a separate answer sheet which is loosely inserted 
in the booklet, Removr this answer sheet now. Print your name 
and any other information requested by the examiner on the 
answer sheet, then finish reading these directions. Do not 
open theboc^let until you are told to do so. 
Please answer these items carefully but do not spend 
too much time on any one item. Be sure to find any answer for 
every choice, Fina the number of the item on the answer sheet 
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and black-in the space under the number 1 or 2 which you 
choose as the s ta tenent more t r u e . In acme instances you may 
discover t h a t you bel ieve both statements or ne i the r one. In 
such cases , be sure to se l ec t the one you more strongly believe 
to be the case as f a r as you are concerned. Also t r y to r e s -
pond to each item ind^enden t ly wh^n making your choice, do not 
be influenced by your previous choices". The score i s the t o t a l 
number of external choices made by the sub;Jects, 
(2) Securi ty - Insecur i ty Test (3-1 T e s t ) s -
Maslow's (1952) secur i ty - insecur i ty t e s t , t h a t was 
adapted to Indian s i t u a t i o n by Kureshi (1971)» was used to 
determine the fee l ing of secur i ty - insecur i ty of the subjec ts , 
Kureshi (1971) adapted and shortend the t e s t by means of a p i l o t 
study in which the t e s t was administered on AO subjects and 
item analysis was car r ied out by means of point b i s e rea l corre-
l a t i o n coef f ic ien t . The item showing s ign i f ican t cor re la t ion 
with the t o t a l scores as the c r i t e r i o n const i tu ted the f ina l 
fonn. All 49 i t ens were re ta ined in the adopted version of 
t he 3-1 t e s t . The r e l a b i l i t y of the adopted version of the 
secur i ty t « s t was determined by the s p l i t half method which came 
to ,90 . 
The scoring system of the t e s t i s very easy, Each item 
of the t e s t possess t h ree a l t e r n a t i v e answers and the subject 
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has to tick (v^) on any one alternative out of three responses 
given for each item. These are 'Yes*, »No» and 'Undecided' and 
weights of 1,2,0 are assigned to the responses respectively* 
The total score for a subject is the sum of the weights he 
secures for each statement. 
(3) Prejudice Scale: 
Prejudice scale recently developed by Qamar Jahan, 
Rajeev Lochan Bhardwaj and Saeeduzzafar (1986) was used to 
assess the magnitude of communal prejudice of the subjects. 
The scoring of the test is very easy and of quantitative 
type. Each item of the scale possess five alternative answers 
and the subjects has to tick (-v/') on any one alternative out 
of five responses given for each item. More specifically, the 
subjects have to select one of the five possible responses to 
each item. These are, 'too much', 'much', 'normally', 'less' 
and 'least' and weight of five, four, three, two and one are 
assigned to the responses respectively. When an item is 
stated in such a way that a response of 'too much* indicates 
least prejudiced attitudes the order of weights are reversed. 
In other words, a prejudiced response always receives a higher 
weight and non-prejudiced response always receives a lower 
weight. Thus, the higher the score an individual obtains on 
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the scale, highly prejudiced he would be. The total score 
for a subject is thr sum of the weights he secures for each 
statement. 
Procedure: 
Prejudice sca le developed by Qamar Jahan, BhardwaJ 
and SaeeduEzafar (1986) was administered on a l l t h e eight 
groups of subjects namely, i n t e rna l ly or iented secure Hindu 
sub jec t s , external ly or iented secure Hindu sub jec t s , i n t e rna l ly 
or iented insecure Hindu subjec t s , external ly or iented insecure 
Hindu subjec t s , i n t e rna l l y or iented seciire i^mslim subjec ts , 
ex ternal ly or iented secure iiuslim sub jec t s , i n t e rna l ly oriented 
insecure liuslim subjec t s , and external ly or iented insecure 
liuslim sub jec t s . There v/ere 50 subjects i n each groiq?. 
The t e s t was adutiniatered group-wise with t h e following 
instx^ictions: 
"This sca le consis ts of few statements , Fa6h statement 
i s followed by f ive a l t e r n a t i v e x*e3ponses namely ( i ) too much, 
( i i ) much, ( i i i ) normally, ( iv) l e s s and (v) l e a s t . You are 
required to read each statement careful ly and mark a t i ck (-\^ ) 
on one of the f ive responses with which you agree . I t i s 
important to note t ha t you have to answer each statement in the 
context of o ther r e l i g ious coaeunity - the community with which 
you do not belong. Since the re i s no time l i m i t , therefore , 
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you are requested to try to answer each statement. I assure 
you that your answer would be kept secret* Please read the 
instruction carefully, given on the cover page of the scale. 
Do you understand? 
As soon as the subjects finished their task, the test 
was collected from them and scoring was done. As mentioned 
else where the total score for each subject is the sum of the 
weights he secures for each statement. 
The data, thus, obtained were tabulated groupwise and 
were statistically analysed to draw necessary inferences. 
CHAPTER - IV 
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ANALYSIS OF DATA, RFSULTS AND DISCUSSION 
As mentioned in the preceding Chapter, a 2 x 2 x 2 
f a c t o r i a l design of eaqperiment was «nployed in the present 
s tudy. Three independent va r i ab l e s i . e . r e l i g i o n , locus of 
cont ro l and secu r i t y - in secu r i t y , each varying in two ways, 
were used. The two type of r e l ig ions were (a) Hinduism and 
(b) Islam, Locus of control was var ied by se lec t ing (a) I n t e r -
n a l l y or ianted and (b) Externally or ien ted 3ub;)ects, The 
t h i r d independent va r i ab l e i , e , s ecur i ty - insecur i ty was varied 
in two ways by se lec t ing (a) secure and (b) insecure sub jec t s . 
Thus the re were eight groups of sub jec t s , namely Hindu In te rna l ly 
Oriented Secure (HIS), Hindu In t e rna l l y Oriented Insecure (HII) , 
Hindu Externally Oriented Secure (HES), Hindu Externally 
Oriented Insecure (HEI), Muslim In t e rna l l y Oriented Secure (WIS), 
Muslim In t e rna l ly Oriented Insecure ( M I ) . Muslim Externally 
Oriented Secure (wES), Muslim External ly Oriented Inaeciore (MEI). 
These eight groiflps of subjects were given prejudice sca le and 
t h e scores obtained by them were tabulated groupwise. Since the 
main object ives of the research were to determine the influence 
of r e l i g i o n , locus of control and secur i ty - insecur i ty on 
communal pre jud ice , analysis of variance was used to draw 
necessary inferences . Thus F r a t i o s were ca lcula ted for the 
va r i a t i on of each independent va r i ab le and also for any poss ib le 
in t e rac t ions among t h e th ree independent v a r i a b l e s . 
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The raw scores obtained by eight grotflp of sub;3ects on 
prejudice scale are given in Table I, their mean scores in 
Table II and F ratios in Table III, 
Table-I: Showing raw scores obtained by eight groins of subjects 
on prejudice scale. 
Hindu Muslim 
Internal Internal Kxtemal External Internal Internal External Exter-
Secure Insecure Secure Insecure Secure Insecure Secure nal 
Inse-
cure 
89 
124 
108 
118 
87 
1A0 
5A 
108 
86 
72 
101 
101 
89 
108 
105 
87 
99 
104 
108 
109 
99 
100 
105 
95 
99 
120 
98 
88 
128 
117 
89 
81 
96 
95 
102 
102 
124 
85 
88 
120 
97 
94 
91 
118 
102 
102 
101 
104 
97 
102 
118 
122 
87 
94 
47 
101 
86 
112 
94 
107 
68 
109 
104 
97 
96 
96 
98 
94 
96 
97 
95 
106 
93 
92 
93 
104 
82 
88 
108 
72 
103 
37 
90 
103 
88 
105 
89 
142 
106 
102 
81 
121 
110 
92 
98 
126 
131 
123 
102 
98 
84 
91 
100 
121 
102 
142 
103 
87 
87 
96 
101 
89 
108 
91 
82 
63 
96 
97 
101 
102 
91 
94 
95 
99 
97 
83 
115 
100 
88 
97 
86 
96 
95 
107 
104 
162 
87 
101 
102 
101 
106 
98 
104 
100 
115 
94 
92 
102 
102 
103 
103 
105 
97 
52 
84 
79 
54 
88 
83 
83 
85 
80 
90 
81 
75 
85 
83 
84 
82 
32 
82 
82 
84 
80 
82 
98 
101 
112 
102 
109 
135 
75 
93 
108 
75 
88 
105 
98 
68 
98 
97 
109 
95 
90 
95 
98 
98 
97 
100 
96 
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T a b l e - I I : Showing mean scores obtained by eight groi^) 
of subjects on pre;judice scale. 
Hindu 
I n t e r n a l 
1 ^ Secu re 99.80 
•g g I n s e c u r e 101.72 
3 ^ 
8 2 Mean 100.76 
COM 
Exte rna l 
96 .08 
100.04 
98.06 
Muslim 
I n t e r n a l 
96.76 
101.60 
99 .18 
E x t e r n a l 
82 ,60 
97.60 
90.10 
Mean 
93.81 
100.24 
T a b l e - I I I Showing F ratioij. 
Source of V a r i a t i o n 
Rel igion (R) 
Locus of Contro l (LC) 
S e c u r i t y - I n s e c u r i t y 
(3-1) 
RxLC 
R x S I 
LCxSI 
R X LC X SI 
Within groups (Er ro r ) 
df 
192 
Sun of squa re 
1137.645 
1734.605 
2067.245 
508.805 
609.005 
A65.125 
206.045 
^3310.40 
50538.875 
Mean of square 
1137.645 
1734.605 
2067.245 
508.805 
609.005 
465.125 
206.045 
228.179 
F r a t i o s 
4.985 
7.601 
9.059 
2.229 
2.668 
2.038 
.902 
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The F ra t io for religion variation i s 4,985 (Table-II) 
which i s significant at .05 leve l . The resiilt suggests that 
Hindu and Muslim subjects differ with respect to degree of 
prejudice. Ignoring locus of control and security-insecurity 
variable, we find in Table-II that the mean of the means for 
Hindu group i s 99.41 ( i , e , 100.76 •»• 98,06/2) and the mean of the 
means for Iluslim group i s 94,64 ( i , e , 99.18 + 90,10/2), Since 
the mean of the means for the Hindu grotqp of subject (i,e,99.41) 
i s markedly higher than the mean of the means for Muslim grovj?) 
of subjects ( i . e . 94,64), i t can be safely concluded that type 
of religion has differential effect on the degree of prejudice, 
Hindus are foi2id to be more prejudiced than Muslims, 
The F ra t io for locus of control variation as shown 
in Table I I , i s 7.601 which i s significant at .01 leve l . The 
resul t indicates that internally oriented and externally oriented 
subjects differ with respect to the degree of prejudice. Dis-
regarding religion and security-insecurity variables, i t can be 
seen in Table-II that the mean of the means for internally 
oriented subjects i s 99.97 ( i . e . 98,061 +99.18/2) and the mean 
of the means for externally oriented subjects i s 94,08 ( i . e . 
98,01 +90,10/2), The mean of the means for internally oriented 
subjects i s much higher ( i , e , 99.97) than the mean of the means 
for externally oriented subjects ( i . e . 94,08), I t i s , therefore, 
concluded that internal ly oriented subjects are more prejudiced 
than the i r co\jnterparts i , e , externally oriented subjects. 
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The F ratio for security-insecurity variation as shown 
in Table-I l l , i s 9.059 >toich i s also s ignif icant at ,01 l e v e l . 
The result shows that secure and insecure subjects differ with 
respect to the degree of prejudice. Ignoring rel igion and locus 
of control variat ions, we find in Table-II that the mean of 
means for secure subjects i s 93#81 ( i . e . 99.80+ 96,08+96.76 •*• 
82,60/A) and the mean of means for insecure subjects i s 100,24 
i . e . 101.72 + 100,04 + 101.60 + 97.60/4) , The mean of the means 
for secure subjects i s much lower than the mean of the means for 
Insecure subjects. I t can, therefore, be concluded that secxare 
subjects are l e s s prejudiced than insecure subjects. 
i'he F ratio for interaction between rel ig ion and locus 
of control i s 2,229 (Ref. Table I I I ) which i s ins ignif icant . The 
result indicates that there i s no interactional effect of r e l i -
gion and locus of control on the degree of prejudice. 
Table-IV: Two way table of means for religion and security-
insecurity for each type of orientation. 
Internal 
External 
Mean 
Secure 
99.80 
96,08 
97.94 
Hindus 
Insecure 
101.72 
100,04 
100.88 
Secure 
96,76 
82,60 
89,68 
Muslims 
Insecure 
101,60 
97.60 
99,60 
Mean 
99,97 
94,08 
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A3 Table-IV shows Intextially or iented subjects obtained 
higher mean prejudice score (99»97) than external ly or iented 
subjec ts (94,08) i r r e s p e c t i v e of t h e i r r e l i g i o n s . I t i s , 
thereiCore, evident t h a t the re i s no i n t e r ac t i ona l effect of 
r e l i g ion and locus of control on the degree of p re jud ice . This 
lack of i n t e r ac t ion may be va r i f i ed by p l o t t i n g the means on a 
graph paper. On the hor izonta l ax is we have shown the two values 
(type) of the r e l i g ion va r i ab l e . The data po in t s represent 
means of the four condi t ions . Point nimber one i s t h r mean preju*-
dice score obtained by Hindu ex te rna l grougj; two i s the mean 
pre jud ice score obtained oy Hindu i n t e r n a l groiflpi th ree i s the 
mean prejudice score obtained by Muslim external groiip and four 
i s the mean prejudice score obtained by Muslim In te rna l groiq}. 
The l i n e tha t connects poin ts one and th ree represents mean p r e -
judice score of external subjec ts ; half who were Hindu and half 
Muslim sub jec t s . The l i n e through poin ts number two ana four 
represents the mean prejudice score of i n t e rna l sub jec t s , half 
who werp Hindu and hal f Muslim sub jec t s . Figure 1,0 reveals t ha t 
i n t e r n a l l y or iented subjects are more prejudiced than external ly 
oriesited ( " in te rna l" l i n e i s higher than the "external" l i n e ) . 
Second, t he difference between Hindu external and Hindu In te rna l 
i s not s ign i f i can t ly d i f ferent from the differeace between Muslim 
externa l and riuslim i n t e r n a l . The prejudice score of the 
subjects vAio were external o r i n t e r n a l a re thus e s sen t i a l ly 
independent of t h e i r r e l i g i o n . I t i s the re fore , concluded tha t 
no in t e rac t ion ex i s t s between re l ig ion and locus of con t ro l . 
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The F r a t i o for in t e rac t ion between re l ig ion and security-
insecur i ty i s 2,668 (Ref. Tables I I I and IV) which i s also insig-
n i f i c a n t . 
Table -Vj Two way l eve l of means for locus of control and 
secur i ty - insecur i ty fo r each type of r e l i g i o n . 
Secure 
Hindu Muslim 
Insecure 
Hindu misllm 
Mean 
I n t e r n a l 99.80 96,76 
External 96,08 82,60 
101,72 
100.04 
101,60 101,66 
97.60 98.82 
The resul t suggests lack of interaction between religion 
and security-insecurity. In figure 1,1, we find that insecure 
subjects are more prejudiced than seciore subjects (the "insecure" 
l ine i s higher than the "secure" l i n e ) . I t i s also clear in the 
figure that the difference between the Hindu secure grotq? and 
the Hindu insecure group i s not significantly different from the 
difference betweei Muslims secure group and the ^luslim insecure 
group. In other words the prejudice score of the subjects who 
were secure and who were insecure are independent of the i r 
re l igion. I t can therefore, safely concluded that no interac-
t ional effect exists between religion and security-insecurity on 
the degree of prejudice-the two l ines of the figure do not cross 
each other. 
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The F ra t io for interact ion, between locus of control 
and security-insecurity as shown in Table I I I , i s 2,038 which 
i s also insignificant . The resul t suggests that no interac-
t ional effect of locus of control and security-insecurity exists 
on the degree of prejudice. Like in previous cases, the data 
were plot ted and i t becomes evident that the difference between 
internal secure group and internal insecure gixjup i s more or 
less the same as the difference between external secure group 
and external insecure group (Ref. figure 1,2 and table V), 
Furthermore we find in figure 1*2 that two l ines do not cross 
each other and therefore, we can conclude that there i s no in ter -
actional effect between security-insecurity and locus of control 
on the degree of prejudice i , e , the prejudice score of the 
subjects vrtio are secure and are insecure are essentially inde-
pendfflit of the i r or ientat ions. 
The F ra t io for interaction among rel igion, locus of 
control and security-insecurity i s ,902 (Ref, Table I I I ) which 
i s also insignificant. To examine the nature of the religion x 
locus of control x security-insecurity, we consider locus of 
control X security-insecurity interaction sQiarately for each 
type of rel igion, as shown in Table-VI, 
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Table -VI t Two way t a b l e of means fo r locus of control 
and secur i ty - insecur i ty for each type of r e l i g ion . 
Hindu 
Secure Insecure 
Muslim 
Secure Insecure 
In t e rna l 99.80 
External 96*08 
101,72 
100,04 
96,76 
82,60 
101,60 
97.60 
The graph for i n t e rna l l y o r i en ta t ion and external 
o r i en ta t ion against s ecur i ty - insecur i ty fo r Hinduism a re shovoi 
in Fig, 1,3 and the grgqph for i n t e r n a l orieaitation and external 
o r ien ta t ion agains t s ecu r i ty - insecur i ty for Islam re l ig ion are 
shown in f igure 1.4, When we examine the locus of control x 
secur i ty - insecur i ty i n t e r ac t ion separa te ly for each type of 
r e l i g i o n , we find t h a t these in t e rac t ions a re of the same form 
for each type of r e l i g i o n , i t can be , the re fore , concluded tha t 
t h e r e l ig ion x locus of control x secu r i ty - insecur i ty in t e rac t ion 
i s not s i gn i f i can t , Fur themore , i t may a lso be noted tha t the 
forms of the graphs in f igures 1,3 and 1,4 a re f a i r l y s imi la r and 
t h i s finding i s a lso consis tent with the non-signif icance of the 
r e l i g ion x locus of control x secu r i ty - in secu r i ty i n t e r a c t i o n . 
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DI3CUSSICN 
The main findings of the present research are (i) Hindus 
are more prejudiced than Muslims; (ii) internally oriented sub-
jects are more prejudiced than externally oriented subjects; 
(iii) insecure subjects are more prejudiced than secure subjects; 
(iv) no interaction exists between religion and locus of control 
on the degree of prejudice; (v) no interaction exists between 
religion and security-insecurity on the degree of prejudice; 
(vi) there is no interactional effect of locus of control and 
security-insecurity on the degree of prejudice and (vii) no 
interaction exists among religion, locus of control and security-
insecurity. 
The first finding of the present study i.e. Hindus are 
more prejudiced than Muslims, requires deep analysis. The 
researches coiaparing the religious grov^ p in the Indian context 
have obtained inconsistent results. Many investigators have 
reported that inuslims, as compared to Hindus, have luore prejudices 
(Adinarayan, 1953; Chaudhry, 1958; Rnayatullah, 1980; Hassan, 
1975, 1976; Hassan and Singh, 1973; Singh, 1980). Other investi-
gators, on the other hand, have failed to conform this (NatraJ, 
1965; Sarkar ana Hassan, 1973; 1974-1975; Chatterjee et al, 1967). 
Most recently, Qamar Jahan (1986-1987) has foimd that Muslims 
are more prejudiced than Hindus. The finding of the present 
study, though provides emprical support to the findings obtained 
by nimerous researches, is contrary to the findings recently 
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obtained by Qamar Jahan, This contradiction may simply be due 
to difference in the population from which the samples were drawn 
in the present study and in the study undertaken by Qamar Jahan. 
It may be noted that Qamar Jahan selected her sample frora under 
graduate students of Abdul Islam Inter College and Kaushalya 
Inter College, i^ oradabad, where memories of communal riots might 
still be fresh in the minds of Muslims v^o were great suffers in 
these riots. The magnitude of communal riots in Moradabad might 
have injected a far reaching dejection in the already demoralized 
and frustrated minds of the Muslims, Probably their frustrations, 
demomlization, and insecurity provided the ground for the growth 
of communal hatred and prejudice. The sample of the present study, 
on the other hand, was drawn from the under-graduate students of 
Muslim University and D.S, Degree College, Aligarh, Fortunately 
Aligarh has not witnessed any communal riot for the last several 
years and therefore Muslims might have become liberal in their 
attitudes towards Hindus, 
Since Islam is a religion that teaches brotherhood, 
honesty, equality and respect to all other religions, a "true 
huslim" is not expected to develop prejudices toward any religion, 
caste and creed. The finding of the present study is in accor-
dance to this expectation. Though Hinduism also does not propa-
gate hatred amont, human beings and is itJll of nobel ideals but 
unfortunately a great majority of the Hindus are, perhaps, not 
adhering to these nobel ideals of their religions rather they 
have politicized their religions ideology, Allport (1954), 
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while studying the role of religion in prejudice, observed that 
thp role of religion is paradoxical. It makes prejudice and it 
unmakes pre^judice. Allport recognized two types of religiosity 
namely "Institutionalized" and "Interiorised", According to him 
person with institutionalized religious outlook are influenced 
more by political and social aspect of religiosity. They adhere 
to religion because it is a safe, powerful and si;?)erior groi^). 
Such type of religiosity tends to be associated with prejudice. 
Persons with interiorised religious outlook, on the other hand, 
are personally absorbed in their religion. They adhere to 
religion because its basic creed of brotherhood expresses the 
ideals one sincerely believes in. Persons with such religious 
outlook tend to be more tolerant and less prejudiced. These 
observations of Allport, though not made about Hindus, may be 
used to interprete the present finding. It appears that Hindus 
of the day do not adhere to religion because they sincerely 
believe in the nobel ideals of their religion rather they adhere 
to religion in order to gain some immediate practical advantages. 
They have developed what Allport has called institutionalized 
religious out look and therefore they are more influenced by 
political and social aspects oi' religiosity and consequently they 
have developed prejudiced attitude. 
The first finding of the present investigation may also 
be explained in the light of the history of communalism in India, 
The dawn of independence witnessed horrifying scene of bloodshed. 
In the entire Northern India especially, innumerable Hindus, 
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Fiuslims, and Sikhs v/ere k i l l e d in severe communal r i o t s in 
Punjab, Jammu & Kashmir, Delhi , Ut tar Pradesh, Bihar and Bengal. 
The c i t i e s of Hyderabad, Bombay and Nagpur also saw the demons-
t r a t i o n of human b e s t i a l i t y . All these communal r i o t s v/ere in 
reac t ion to the p a r t i t i o n of the na t ion and probably in reaction 
to what \^as happening in Pakis tan . However, a careful study of 
the s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l s i t ua t i on during t h a t period may lead one to 
suspect the ro l e of some p a r t i c u l a r p o l i t i c a l and cu l tu ra l orga-
n iza t ions behind the r i o t s . There are ind ica t ions t h a t lead one 
tobeUeve Xhvxt these communal r i o t s were fanned by comtiunal 
organizat ions l i k e the RoS, Hindu Mahasabha, Jamat-e-Islami e t c , 
for serving t h e i r own u l t e r i o r motives. The FIRS was founded in 
1925 by Doctor Kishav Ram Balram Hedgwar to weld a l l the Hindus 
in to one ideology and cu l tu re of the country. The main slogans 
of t h i s organization a re : "Hindustan Hinduon Ka Hai" (India 
belongs to Hindus), "Hindutva Hi Rashtr iyata Hai" (Hinduism alone 
i s nationalism) and Sanskr i t i s the o r ig ina l language of India . 
These slogans and the s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l a c t i v i t i e s of R3S and Hindu 
iiahasabha had very damaging and demoralizing effects on Indian 
iiuslims. Muslims leader in Congress and of Jammat-e-Ulema-e-Hind 
exhorted the nuslijns to shed t h e i r depression and Join the main-
stream of the motherland. Thus, several Muslim leaders made the 
declara t ions to the effect t h a t India i s a land of peace and that in 
case of any war between India and Pakis tan, the Indian iuuslims 
must stand by t h e i r country. These declara t ions could not mit igate 
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the hatred and negative attitude of the Hindus tov;ard ^ iuslims. 
Fvf?n today the same conununal organizations are inducing hatred in 
the minds of Hindus by making baseless allegations against 
Muslims, Perhaps this continuous process is responsible for the 
development of prejudiced attitude among Hindus, 
The second finding of the present research i.e, internally 
oriented subjects arc more prejudiced than externally oriented 
subjects, is contrary to our expectations. Numerous investiga-
tors have reported that externally oriented subjects are more 
anxious, less confident, mor'^  inhibited, resentful, self centered, 
exhibit little concern for the needs and interests of other, 
have stereotyped thinking, lack self discipline, more hostile and 
aggressive than internally orieated subjects (David Watson, 1967; 
Huntras and Sdriarf, 1970; Sadowski and Wenzcl, 1982; CSiaudhary, 
1986), Since these characteristics found in externally oriented 
subjects are positively related to prejudice (Siegel, 1934; 
Rokeach, I960), we, therefore, expected that externally oriented 
subjects should be wore prejudiced than internally oriented 
subjects. The finding is not orJLy contrary to our expectations 
but is also indirectly contrary to the finding obtained by David 
Watson (1967), Huntras and Scharf (1970), Sadowski and Wenzel 
(1982), Chaudhary (1986), However, the finding provides indirect 
support to the findings obtained by Mishra (1974), Cook and 
Sloane (1985) who foiand that externally oriented subjects \/ere 
flexible and more cooperative than internally oriented subjects. 
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Internally orionted subjects on th«^ other hand, were found rigid 
and less cooperative. I t has been established that cognitive 
component of prejudiced persons are faulty and inflexible or 
r ig id . Thus numerous investigators have shown posit ive correla-
t ion betwpen prejudice and authoritarionisra (Allport and Kramer, 
19A6; Gough, 1951; Kaufman, 1957; Mcclosky, 1958; Roberts and 
Rokeach, 1956; Smith and Rasen, 1958) and others have deraonstrated 
a posit ive correlation between authoritarianism and r ig id i ty . 
The findings of these researciies reveal that prejudiced persons 
are cognitively r igid person. Since externally oriented subjects 
are found to be flexible (hishra, 1974), they are , therefore, 
assumed to be less prejudiced than internally oriented subjects. 
The finding of the present researches provide empirical support to 
th is assumption. 
The second finding of the present investigation may also 
be e:Q>lained in tenns of the vary nature of internally oriented 
and externally oriented individuals. According to Rotter (1966), 
individuals, having internal locus of control, subscribe to the 
view that individual 's abi l i ty and efforts and the reliance upon 
one's internal sources are the major determinants of experiences. 
In contrast, individuals having external locus of control are 
inclined to a t t r ibu te the i r ejqperiences to fa te , luck, behaviour 
of others or environmental factors; in brief, forces external to 
themselves. 
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As a matter of fact an individual who considers his 
achievements as due to his ability and efforts is likely to 
develop a spirit of competition. This spirit of competition, 
according to authoritarian personality theory of prejudice, may 
pave the way for the development of prejudiced attitude, fti the 
other hand, an individual who regards his experiences and 
achievements as due to chance, luck, fate, is unlikely to develop 
a spirit of competition and consequently is less prone to develop 
prejudiced attitude. If this mechanism is responsible for the 
difference in the degree of prejudice among the internally and 
externally oriented subjects, the finding of our study i.e. 
internally oriented subjects are more prejudiced than externally 
oriented subjects, is in accordance with the personality traits 
of internally and externally orinited subjects. 
The third finding of the present research i,e, insecure 
subjects are more prejudiced than secure, provides empirical 
support to the dynainic reactions of insecure individuals as 
observed by Maslow (1942), According to Maslow (1) insecure 
individuals alv/ays have continued, never dying longing for secu-
rity; (2) show revenge reactions i,e. they hate every one and 
develop antagonistic attitudes towards others; (3) show attack 
reactions i,e, they attack upon the situations which bring about 
the insecurity. This attack may be literal, e.g, a physical 
attack upon a person or it may be more general, e,g, social 
radicalism to change the factors in society that bring about 
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insecurity. In other words, the persons with these personality 
traits are more susceptible to develop prejudice and the finding 
of the study conform it. 
To the best knowledge of the present investigator no study 
has been undertaken in India to investigate the relationship 
between security-insecurity and communal prejudice. However, the 
third finding of our research is totally in agreement with the 
findings obtained by foreign researcherswho have found positive 
correlation between prejudice and personal insecurity (Gough, 
1951a, 1951b, 1951cj i'iorse and Allport, 1952; Miller and Bugelski, 
19A8; Lindzey, 1950; Fishback and Singer, 1957). 
As mentioned earlier, it has been demonstrated by several 
investigators that prejudiced persons are anxious and maladjusted 
(Altus and Tefejpan, 1953; Seegal, 1954; Cooper, 1956; Rokeach, 
1960; Qamar Jahan, 1988), In other words anxious and 
maladjusted persons are more likely to develop prejudiced atti-
tudes than non-anxious and adjusted individuals, Khalique (1961), 
found that insecure persons were more anxious than secure 
persons and Ahmad (1965,1966) and Naqyi (1980) demonstrated that 
secure subjects were adjusted whereas insecure were maladjusted. 
Since insecurp individuals are found to be anxious and maladjust-
ed, it is highly reasonable to assume that insecure subjects 
should be more prejudiced than secure subjects. The finding of 
our investigation provides empirical evidaice to this assumption. 
Our investigation also provides indirect support to the 
findings obtained by Ahmad (1968, 1969) and Hanifi (1974) who 
have found that insecure subjects show indisciplined behaviour 
whereas secure subjects show disciplined behaviour. As a matter 
of coiiimon sense prejudiced persons can not be as disciplined in 
their behaviour as unprejudiced persons. Since insecure persons 
are found to be indisciplined in their behavioiir, they are likely 
to develop prejudiced attitude more readily than secure indivi-
duals. 
The final possible explanation of the higher degree of 
prejudice shown by insecure subjects may be inherent in the very 
nature OL" insecure individuals. The examination of numerous 
specific characteristics of insecure individuals together with all 
the other observations and clinical data available reveals that 
insecure persons perceive the world as a threating jungle and 
most huinan beings as dangerous and selfish. They feel rejected 
and isolated. They are generally anxious, hostile and pessimis-
tic and lonhappy. They show signs of tension and conflicts, tend 
to tum inward, are troubled by guilt feelings. They have one 
or other disturbance of self-esteem. They tend to be or actually 
are neurotic and are generally ego centric or selfish. In the 
light of these characteristics of insecure individuals it is not 
surprising to find that they are more prejudiced than secure 
individuals, 
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A3 stated earlier no interactional effects on the degree 
of prejudice either betweoti religion and locus of control, 
religion and security-insecurity, locus of control and security-
insecurity or among religion, locus lOf control and security-
insecurity has been found. These findings suggests that though 
religion, locus of control and security-insecurity influence the 
degree of pre;3udice in a significant way when considered separate-
ly but wh«=n any two variables are combined their, interaction 
becomes insignificant. 
The overall findings of the present research identify 
three variables that contribute in the development of communal 
prejudice. These are religion, locus of control and security-
insecurity. As in the case of physical diseases once the causes 
of the disease are identified, then it becomes rather easier to 
search out the remedy of the disease. Similarly once the causes 
of prejudice-a social disease, are discovered then it ranains 
a matter of time to find out the ways and means by which communal 
prejudice may be eliminated. The present study, though conduc-
ted on a small sample, suggests that communal prejudice may 
at least be reduced to a greater extent if people of different 
religions are educated to develop what Allport (1954) has 
called interiorized religious outlook. According to Allport 
"persons with interiorized outlook are personally absorbed in 
their religion". They adhere to religion because its basic creed 
of brotherhood expresses the ideals they sincerely believe in. 
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Persons with such religious outlook tend to be more tolerant and 
less prejudiced. Furthermore, communal prejudice may also be 
reduced if people of different walks of life are encouraged to partj 
cipate in social gathering organized by different religious groups 
and to e;qp»ress their doubts and suspecions in a friaadly manner. 
Moreover, thp good values and ideals of each religion should be 
propagated by thp government agaicies. 
Communal prejduce may also be reduced if people with 
internal orientations are educated to the effect that a spirit 
of compeition is essential for a successful life but exceptionally 
strong spirit of competition is as much harmful as the lack of it 
to the development of healthy personality. 
Finally, cormnunal prejudice may also be reduced to a 
greater extrnt if feeling of insecurity is eradicated from the 
minds of the insecure individuals. As mentioned somewhere else 
the concept of security-insecurity is classified into two kinds -
Social or Objective security and Subjective or Psychic security. 
Social security implies the provision of boaily needs, satisfactory 
social contacts and a stable social order. Subjective or Psychic 
security, on the other hand, may be defined as mental easeness or 
stability. As far as social security is concerned, government, 
political and social organizations should leave no stone unturned 
to maintain a sense of social security among the masses by provid-
ing opportunities for the fulfilment of biogenic as well as 
sociogenic needs of th- individuals. Social scientists, on theothei 
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hand, may contribute significantly in the maintenance of subjective 
or psychic security among the masses. These collective efforts 
of government and social scientist may certainly help in eradicat-
ing a sense of insecurity from the minds of the masses and conse-
quently may help in reducing prejudices. If communal prejudice is 
eliminated or atleast reduced, it would not only accelerate the 
economic development of the country but wo\ild also accelerate the 
process of national integration. 
The main limitation of the present study lies in the size 
of the sample used. We are genuinely apprehensive that the 
findings of the present research may not be generalized due to the 
small size of our sample. Further research is, therefore, needed 
with quite large satuple of subjects selected from different parts 
of the country to make the findings more meaningful and sound. 
SlM^iARY 
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SUMMARY 
Since ind^endence various parts of the country have 
witnessed the occurrences of communal riots* These riots have 
not only taken numerous innocent lives, damaged national and 
private properties but also have brought a bad name to the 
country. Such ugly occurrences remain a threat to national 
integration and intpmational relations. Consequently politicians 
as well as social scientists are burning mid-night lamp to identi-
fy the causes of commimal riots and to suggest ways and means to 
control them. Though, politiciansand social scientists are work-
ing on different lines but they, at least, agree on one contribu-
tory factor i,e, communal prejudice. 
Prejudice is a very in5>ortant aspect of intergro^p relations 
and the study of intergroi^ relations has become a major scientific 
enterprise of the day. An operational meaning of prejudice has 
been given in the Webster's New Twentieth Century Dictionary 1965) 
which can be summarised as "a sort of prior unfavourable Judgemait 
or opinion of the members of a race or religion or the occupants 
of any other significant social role (towards the members of an-
other social group) held in disregard of facts that contradict it". 
The most consistpnt point of agreement in various definitions 
of prejudice is that it is a sort of negative attitude towards a 
particular groi^ or its member. Thus, Singh and Khan (1979) have 
comment edz 
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"Pre^Judice i s a negat ive a t t i t u d e foimed in the individual 
without proper r a t i o n a l i t y , J u s t i c e , o r to le rance towards a 
soc ia l ly defined grovqj and toward any person perceived to a member 
of t h a t group", 
A caref ia perusa l of various explanations of prejudice 
reveals the fac t t h a t prejudices a re widely held complex phenomena 
\rtiich are l e a r n t in course of l i f e , a re mult icasual ly determined 
and functional in character for the ind iv idua l . Numerous theor ies 
have been advanced to provide pos i t i ve e^qplanations of pre judice . 
However, following Ashmore (1970), the d i f fe ren t t heo re t i c a l 
explanations of prejudice may be c l a s s i f i e d in to two categories 
on the bas i s of t h e i r l eve l of ana lys i s - soc i e t a l and individual 
l eve l of ana lys i s . As fa r as the ana lys is a t soc i e t a l l eve l i s 
concerned, i t h£is advanced two theor ies of pre judice (a) economic 
explo i ta t ion theory and (b) economic group conf l ic t theory. The 
analys is of pre judice a t individual l eve l has produced two fami-
l i e s of theor ies (a) symptoms theor ies and (b) soc io-cu l tu ra l 
theory . Under symptCMoas t h e o r i e s , we have scapegoat theory of p r e -
judice and the au thor i t a r i an persona l i ty theory . Another theory 
of p re jud ice , generated by the analys is a t individual l e v e l , i s 
socio-c i i l tura l theory. The theory i s based on soc io-cul tura l 
learning processes (Maciver, 1948; Long, 1951; Merd«i, 1952; 
Sanioff and Katz, 1954; and Pet t igrew, 1959), 
The study of pre judice , p a r t i c u l a r l y t h a t of re l ig ious 
prejudice in Ind ia , i s very important because of our nat ional ideals 
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of democracy and secularism, Indian society is plagued with the 
problem of religious prejudice, resulting into frequent out break 
of communal riots between Hindus and Muslims. Hence, study of 
religious prejudice consitutes one of the most sacred duties for 
the Indian social scientists. In the extent of increasing tension 
and social conflict;:^  all over the world, it has become increasing-
ly necessary to investigate into the personality organization of 
the individual whidh helps in the development of prejudice in them. 
Studies on prejudice, therefore, have achieved a central place in 
the entire domain of social psychology, A niaaber of studies have 
focussed their attention on exploring the relationship between 
prejudice and authoritarianism (Luchins, 1956} Campbell and 
Mc Candless, 1951; Block and Block, 1951j Evans, 1952; Scodel and 
i'^ iussan, 1953? Scotland and Patchen, 1961; and Diab, 1959)* 
ScMne researchers studied the relationship between religions 
and prejudice and found that religious people as compared to non-
religious people were more prejudiced or conservative (Parry, 
1949; Adomo et al, 1950; Blum a?id Man, I960; and Allport and 
Ross, 1967). Many investigators have reported that Muslims as 
compared to Hindus have more prejudice and traditional socio-
political attitudes (Adinarayan, 1953; Chaudhary, 1958; Hassan 
and Singh, 1973; Hassan, 1974; Hassan, 1975, 1978; Singh, 1979; 
Khan, 1979; and Singh, 1980). 
A nxamber of studies reported positive correlation between 
parental prejudices and those of children (such as Frenkel 
94 
Brunswik and Sanford, 1945; Radke Yarrow, Trager and Davis, 19^9; 
Bird et al, 1952; Radke Yarrow, Trager and Mller, 1952; Frenkel 
Brunswik and Havel, 1953; Masher and Scodel, I960; Anisfeld et al, 
1963; Goodman, 1964; Epstein and Komorita, 1966; and Troll et al, 
1969). Other studies indicating the similarity between the atti-
tudes of parents and children are provided by Harowitz and 
Harowitz, 1938; Allport and Kramer, 1946; Weltman and Remmers, 
1946; Remmers and Weltman, 1947; Rosenblith, 1949; Gough et al, 
1950; Campbell and his associates, 1954; Hayman, 1959; Lewin, I96I; 
Dodge and Uyeki, 1962; Lane and Seares, 1964; Wrightsman, 1964; 
Hess and Tortiey, 1964j Jennings and Nieme, 1968; Seares, 1969; 
Vyas, 1973; Hassan, 1974; 1976; 1977; Khan, 1977; Enayatullah, 
1980; Khan, 1980; Rai 1980; Singh, 1980 and Hassan, 1983). 
There havr^  been relatively fewer studies on the relation-
ship between personality variable and prejudice, Allport's view 
on prejudice suggests that personality variables may contribute 
significantly in the development of prejudice. For that matter 
a highly significant question is why does a person develop 
prejudice and the other does not? There is obviously something 
within the individuals that predisposes them to devr-lop prejudice. 
For instance anxiety ridden person tends to develop prejudice by 
attributing the cause of his anxiety to some person or a group, 
Siegel (1954) and Rokeach (i960) found that anxious type persons 
are more close minded or prejudiced than non anxious persons, A 
number of studies reviewed above have shown that prejudiced 
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persons are significantly high in anxiety, depression, aggression, 
frustration, neuroticisra and hostility. Thus individual with 
higher levels of anxiety, depression,aggression, frustration, 
hostility display higher levels of prejudice. 
The concppt of locus of control developed within the frame 
work of Rotter»s (1954,1966) social learning theory, has been the 
focus of considerable research interest in recent years, A number 
of investigators have reported that externally oriented individuals 
are more anxious than internally oriented Individuals (Hoimtras 
and Scharf, 1970; Mandler and Watson, 1966; Watson, 1967; Phares, 
1976), Other researchers studied locus of control in relation 
to certain aspects of social behaviour. Thus, Sadowaski and 
Wenzil (1982) found that externally oriented subjects were more 
hostile and aggressive than internally oriented subjects, Silverman 
and ohranger (1971) reported that internals* attraction toward 
other increased as they perceived other to be less self-caitered, 
Doherty and Ryder (1979) found positive association between inter-
nality and inter-personal trust. 
The above discussion reveals that locus of control as a 
personality variable influences certain social bciiaviour. More 
specifically, it has been demonstrated that externally oriented 
subjects are more anxious, more hostile and aggressive, more 
suspicious, maladjusted, have irrational beliefs, have less tendency 
to help other as compared to internally oriented subjects. These 
characteristics of externally oriented subjects suggest that they 
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should be more prone to develop communal prejudice than internally 
oriented subjects, since it has been observed that prejudiced 
persons are more anxious, hostile, aggressive,maladjusted, suspi-
cious and have poor interpersonal relationship than non prejudiced 
individuals. It is, therefore, reasonable to assume that they 
should be more prejudiced than internally oriented individuals. 
An important consideration which also influenced the think-
ing of the present investigator to undertake the present research 
is the substantial body of evidence to suggest a correlation 
betwe»i prejudice anfl feelings of security-insecurity. 
According to Maslow (19^2), the security feelings are 
syndrome. In other words, the term security is a generalized label 
for many more specific feelings which overlape and inteirtwins and 
which are all functions of one another. The word security or 
insecurity is intended as a label for this peculiar aspects of 
vrtioleness that may be discerned in the multiplicity of parti-
cular symptoms with which the concept is used with psychological 
flavour. 
The concept of security-insecurity is classifipd into two 
kinds - Objective or Social Security and Subjective or Psychic 
Security, These two states, thoiogh closely inter-related, are 
not inter-dependent. Social security implies the provision of 
bodily needs, satisfactory social contacts and a stable social 
order. Subjective or psychic security on the other hand, may be 
defined as mental easeness or stability and it may exist despite 
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the substantial lack of almost every thing that constitutes a 
secure environment. Conversely, subjective insecurity implies 
unsatisfactory socials contacts and lack of satisfaction of bodily 
needs and unstable social order. Subjective or psychic insecurity 
denotes mental discomfort or mental unstability. 
The examination of niimerous specific characteristics of 
insecure individuals together with all the other observations and 
clinical data available reveals that insecure persons perceive the 
world as a threatening Jungle and most human being as dangerous 
and selfish. They feel rejected and isolated. They are generally 
anxious, hostile and pessimistic and tinhappy. They show signs of 
tension and conflict, tend to turn inward, are troubled by guilt 
feelings. They have one or other disturbance of self-esteem. 
They tend to be or actually are neurotic and are generally ego 
centric or selfish, Moreover, while discussing the dynamic re-
actions of insecure individuals, Maslow observed: (1) insecure 
individuals always have a continued, never dying, longing for 
security, (2) Show revenge reactions, i,e, they hate every one 
and develop antagonistic attitude towards others, (3) Show attack 
reactions i,e, they attack upon the situations which bring about 
the insecurity. This attack may be literal, e,g,, a physical 
attack upon a person or it may be more general e,g, social radi-
calism to change the factor in society that bring about insecurity. 
The foregoing discussion reveals that insecure individuals 
have such personality characteristics that may make then suscepti-
ble to develop prejudiced attitudes. Thus ntmerous research 
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conducted abroad have found positive correlation between pre-
judice and personal insecurity (Gough, 1951a, 1951b, 1951cj 
Morse and Allport, 1952; Miller and Bergelski, 1948; Lindzey, 
1950; Fishback and Singer, 1957). According to these researchers, 
person with feeling of insecurity tend to develop prejudice more 
than those who have feeling of security. As the review of 
literature reveals no such study has been conducted in India, The 
present research, therefore, attempt to explore how feelings of 
security-insecurity are related to prejudice in Indian society. 
In short the present research is designed to study conuaunal 
prejudice as related to locus of control and feeling of security-
insecurity. The findings of the present study would not only 
provide ua useful information about communal prejudice but would 
also help us to suggest certain ways and means by which communal 
prejudice may be reduced if not completely eradicated. As a matter 
of fact communal prejudice is not only very significant obstacle 
in the national development and in the advancement of the nation 
but also rraiains a threat to national integration. Thus, the 
findings of the present research may be useful in removing such 
obstacles and therefore may contribute in speedy development of 
the nation and enhancing national integration, 
2x2x2 factorial design in which one sociological variable 
(i,e, religion) and two personality variables (i,e, locus of 
control and feeling of security-insecurity) each variable varying 
in two ways, was used in the present study. The two types of 
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religion were (a) Hinduism and (b) Islam* The locus of control 
was varied by selecting internally oriented and externally ori-
ented subjects and security-insecurity variable was varied by 
selecting those who had feeling of security and who had feeling of 
insecurity. Thus, there were eight groins of subjects namely, (1) 
Internally oriented-secure Hindu subjects, (2) externally oriented 
secure Hindu subjects, (3)intemally oriented insecure Hindu 
subjects, (4) externally oriented-insecure Hindu subjects, (5) 
internally oriented secure Muslim subjects, (6) externally oriented 
secure Muslim subjects, (7) internally oriented-insecure Muslim 
subjects and (8) externally oriented-insecure Muslim subjects. 
Each groiqp consisted of 30 subjects. 
In order to form above mentioned eight groi?)S of subjects, 
Hindi version of Rotter*s I-E scale was administered on 600 
(300 Hindus, and 300 Muslims) under graduate students of Muslim 
University and D.S, College, Aligaiii. They all belonged to upper 
middle and lower upper socio-economic status groups. The age of 
the subjects ranged from 15 years to 18 years. 
On the basis of their scores on Hindi version of Rotter*s 
I-E scale, two groups, namely internally oriented arid externally 
oriented, were formed. The subjects whose score on I-E scale fell 
on or above 3ixi quartile were considered as externally oriented 
subjects. The subjects whose score on the I-E scale fell on or 
below 1st quartile were considered as internally oriented subjects. 
The first and third quartile were 7,29 and 11.6 respectively. 
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Each grovqp, then, was subdivided on the basis of religion 
to from four groups namely externally oriaited Hindu subjects, 
internally oriented Hindu subjects, externally oriented Iiuslim 
subjects and internally oriented Muslim subjects, 
Hindi version of the adapted from of Maslow (1952) security 
insecurity test was administered on these fo\ir groups of subject. 
In each gro^p, the subjects whose scores on S-I inventory fell on 
or below Ist quartile were considered as secure subjects and the 
subjects whose scores fell on or above 3rd quartile were consi-
dered as insecure subjects. Thus, on the basis of their scores 
on S-I inventory each group was divided into two grov5)s to from 
eight groups of subjects, mentioned above. 
Prejudice scale developed by Qamar Jahan, BhardwaJ and 
Saeeduzzafar (1986) was administered on all the eight groups of 
subjects to assess the magnitude of communal prejudice. 
The data, thus, obtained were tabulated groiipwise, and were 
statistically analysed to draw necessary inferences.2x2x2 analysis 
of variance was used in which F ratios were calculated for the 
variation of each independent variable and also for any possible 
interactions. 
The main findings of the present research were; 
(1) Hindus were found to be more prejudiced than i^ iuslims. 
(2) Internally oriented subjects were found to be more prejudiced 
than externally oriented subjects. 
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(3) Insecure subjects were found to be more prejudiced than secure 
subjects* 
(4) There was no interactional effect of religion and locus of 
control on the degree of prejudice, 
(5) There was no interactional effect between religion and security-
insecurity on the degree of prejudice. 
(6) There was no interactional effect between locus of control and 
security-insecurity on the degree of prejudice, 
(7) There was no interactional effect among religion, locus of 
control and security-insecurity on the degree of prejudice. 
The first finding of the present study i,e, Hindus were 
more prejudiced than Muslims, though inconsistent with the find-
ings of numerous investigators (Adinarayan, 1953; Chaudhry, 1958; 
Enayatullah, 1980; Hassan, 1975, 1978; Hassan and Singh, 1973; 
Singh, 1980; Qamar Jahan, 1986, 1988) was eaqjlained on several 
grounds. The first explanation was based on the fact that there 
are still conflicting results regarding the role of religion on 
the development of prejudice, A second esqslanation was based on 
the place from where sample of subjects was drawn in different 
studies. The third explanation was based on the type of religio-
sity namely, "institutionalized" and "intereorized" as proposed 
by Allport (1954). Finally the first finding of the present 
research was interpreted in the light of the history of communalism 
in India. 
The second finding of the present research i.e. internally 
oriented subjects were more prejudiced than externally oriented 
subjects, was contrary to our expectations as well as to the 
iU2 
findings obtained by numerous investigators. However, the finding 
provided indirect support to the findings obtained by Mishra (1974), 
Cook and Sloane (198^)« The finding was also explained in the 
light of personality traits of internally oriented and externally 
oriented individuals. It was argued that internally oriented 
individuals were likely to develop exceptionally strong spirit of 
conq?etition which might have resulted in the development of pre-
judiced attitude. 
The third finding of the present study i,e. Insecure 
subjects were more prejudiced than secure subjects, was too obvious 
to need any explanation. However, the finding was explained in the 
light of the dynamic reactions and personality characteristics of 
the insecure individuals as observed by Maslow (19A2). 
To the best knowledge of the present investigator no atteopt 
has been made by Indian researchers to eoqplore the relationship 
between security-insecurity and prejudice. However, the finding of 
our study was in agreement with the findings of the studies con-
ducted abroad (Gough, 1951a; 1951b; 1951c; Morese and Allport, 
1952; Miller and Bergelski, 1948; Lindzey, 1950; Fishback and 
Singer, 1957). The finding in discussion also provided Indirect 
support to the findings obtained by many Indian resear^ diers 
(Khalique, 1961; Ahmad, 1965, 1966, 1968, 1969; Hanifi, 1974). 
The last findings of the pi*esent investigation i.e. no 
interactional effects existed between religion and locus of control, 
religion and security-insecurity, locus of control and security-
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insecurity and among religion, locus of control and security-
insecurity, suggested that religion, locus of control and 
security-insecurity influenced the degree of prejudice in a 
significant way when considered separately but ^ eti these vari-
ables were combined their interaction became insignificant. 
On the basis of over all findings of the present research 
some suggestions were made about the ways and means by which 
coamunal prejudice may be decreased, if not eliminated. More-
over, new areas of research were also pointed out. 
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